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Public Services Division, provides the 
public and interested agencies of 
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Department of State and the Foreign 
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lected press releases on foreign policy, 
issued by the White House and the 
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dresses made by the President and by 
the Secretary of State and other 
officers of the Department, as well as 
special articles on various phases of 
international affairs and the func- 
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and international agreements to 
which the United States is or may 
become a party and treaties of gen- 
eral international interest. 
Publications of the Department, 
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United States Dispatches Troops to Lebanon 


After the overthrow of the Government of 
King Faisal II of Iraq on July 14, President 
Eisenhower ordered a contingent of U.S. forces 
to Lebanon “to protect American lives and by 
their presence there to encourage the Lebanese 
government in defense of Lebanese sovereignty 
and integrity.” Following are texts of a state- 
ment by the President released by the White 
House on July 15, a message from the President 
to the Congress of July 15, and a statement de- 
livered by the President over a nationwide radio- 
television hookup the evening of July 18. 


STATEMENT BY PRESIDENT EISENHOWER 
White House press release dated July 15 


Yesterday morning, I received from President 
Chamoun of Lebanon an urgent plea that some 
United States forces be stationed in Lebanon to 
help maintain security and to evidence the con- 
cern of the United States for the integrity and 
independence of Lebanon. President Chamoun’s 
appeal was made with the concurrence of all of 
the members of the Lebanese Cabinet. 

President Chamoun made clear that he con- 
sidered an immediate United States response im- 
perative if Lebanon’s independence, already 
menaced from without, were to be preserved in 
the face of the grave developments which oc- 
curred yesterday in Baghdad whereby the lawful 
government was violently overthrown and many 
of its members martyred. 

In response to this appeal from the government 
of Lebanon, the United States has dispatched a 
contingent of United States forces to Lebanon 
to protect American lives and by their presence 
there to encourage the Lebanese government in 
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defense of Lebanese sovereignty and integrity. 
These forces have not been sent as any act of war. 
They will demonstrate the concern of the United 
States for the independence and integrity of 
Lebanon, which we deem vital to the national in- 
terest and world peace. Our concern will also be 
shown by economic assistance. We shall act in 
accordance with these legitimate concerns. 

The United States, this morning, will report its 
action to an emergency meeting of the United 
Nations Security Council. As the United Nations 
charter recognizes, there is an inherent right of 
collective self-defense. In conformity with the 
spirit of the charter, the United States is report- 
ing the measures taken by it to the Security Coun- 
cil of the United Nations, making clear that these 
measures will be terminated as soon as the Secu- 
rity Council has itself taken the measures neces- 
sary to maintain international peace and security. 

The United States believes that the United 
Nations can and should take measures which are 
adequate to preserve the independence and integ- 
rity of Lebanon. It is apparent, however, that in 
the face of the tragic and shocking events that 
are occurring nearby, more will be required than 
the team of United Nations observers now in 
Lebanon. Therefore, the United States will sup- 
port in the United Nations measures which seem 
to be adequate to meet the new situation and 
which will enable the United States forces 
promptly to be withdrawn. 

Lebanon is a small peace-loving state with 
which the United States has traditionally had the 
most friendly relations. There are in Lebanon 
about 2,500 Americans and we cannot, consistently 
with our historic relations and with the principles 
of the United Nations, stand idly by when Leba- 
non appeals itself for evidence of our concern and 
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when Lebanon may not be able to preserve inter- 
nal order and to defend itself against indirect 
aggression. 


MESSAGE TO THE CONGRESS! 
To the Congress of the United States: 


On July 14, 1958, I received an urgent request 
from the President of the Republic of Lebanon 
that some United States forces be stationed in 
Lebanon. President Chamoun stated that with- 
out an immediate showing of United States sup- 
port, the Government of Lebanon would be 
unable to survive. This request by President 
Chamoun was made with the concurrence of all 
the members of the Lebanese Cabinet. I have 
replied that we would do this and a contingent 
of United States Marines has now arrived in 
Lebanon. This initial dispatch of troops will be 
augmented as required. United States forces will 
be withdrawn as rapidly as circumstances permit. 

Simultaneously, I requested that an urgent 
meeting of the United Nations Security Council 
be held on July 15, 1958. At that meeting, the 
permanent representative of the United States re- 
ported to the Council the action which this Gov- 
ernment has taken. He also expressed the hope 
that the United Nations could soon take further 
effective measures to meet more fully the situa- 
tion in Lebanon. We will continue to support 
the United Nations to this end. 

United States forces are being sent to Lebanon 
to protect American lives and by their presence 
to assist the Government of Lebanon in the pres- 
ervation of Lebanon’s territorial integrity and 
independence, which have been deemed vital to 
United States national interests and world peace. 

About 2 months ago a violent insurrection broke 
out in Lebanon, particularly along the border 
with Syria which, with Egypt, forms the United 
Arab Republic. This revolt was encouraged and 
strongly backed by the official Cairo, Damascus, 
and Soviet radios which broadcast to Lebanon in 
the Arabic language. The insurrection was 
further supported by sizable amounts of arms, 
ammunition, and money and by personnel infil- 
trated from Syria to fight against the lawful 
authorities. The avowed purpose of these activi- 
ties was to overthrow the legally constituted Gov- 
ernment of Lebanon and to install by violence a 


*H. Doc. 422, 85th Cong., 2d sess. 
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government which would subordinate the inde- 
pendence of Lebanon to the policies of the United 
Arab Republic. 

Lebanon referred this situation to the United 
Nations Security Council. In view of the inter- 
national implications of what was occurring in 
Lebanon, the Security Council on June 11, 1958, 
decided to send observers into Lebanon for the 
purpose of insuring that further outside assistance 
to the insurrection would cease. The Secretary 
General of the United Nations subsequently 
undertook a mission to the area to reinforce the 
work of the observers. 

It was our belief that the efforts of the Secre- 
tary General and of the United Nations observers 
were helpful in reducing further aid in terms of 
personnel and military equipment from across 
the frontiers of Lebanon. There was a basis for 
hope that the situation might be moving toward 
a peaceful solution, consonant with the continu- 
ing integrity of Lebanon, and that the aspect of 
indirect aggression from without was being 
brought under control. 

The situation was radically changed, however, 
on July 14, when there was a violent outbreak in 
Baghdad, in nearby Iraq. Elements in Iraq 
strongly sympathetic to the United Arab Re- 
public seem to have murdered or driven from office 
individuals comprising the lawful Government of 
that country. We do not yet know in detail to 
what extent they have succeeded. We do have 
reliable information that important Iraqi leaders 
have been murdered. 

We share with the Government of Lebanon the 
view that these events in Iraq demonstrate a 
ruthlessness of aggressive purpose which tiny 
Lebanon cannot combat without further evidence 
of support from other friendly nations. 

After the most detailed consideration, I have 
concluded that, given the developments in Iraq, 
the measures thus far taken by the United Na- 
tions Security Council are not sufficient to pre- 
serve the independence and integrity of Lebanon. 
I have considered, furthermore, the question of 
our responsibility to protect and safeguard 
American citizens in Lebanon of whom there are 
about 2,500. Pending the taking of adequate 
measures by the United Nations, the United 
States will be acting pursuant to what the United 
Nations Charter recognizes is an inherent right— 


? BULLETIN of July 14, 1958, p. 88. 
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the right of all nations to work together and to 
seek help when necessary to preserve their inde- 
pendence. I repeat that we wish to withdraw 
our forces as soon as the United Nations has taken 
further effective ‘steps designed to safeguard 
Lebanese independence. 

It is clear that events which have been occur- 
ring in Lebanon represent indirect aggression 
from without, and that such aggression endangers 
the independence and integrity of Lebanon. 

It is recognized that the step now being taken 
may have serious consequences. I have, how- 
ever, come to the considered and sober conclusion 
that despite the risks involved this action is re- 
quired to support the principles of justice and 
international law upon which peace and a stable 
international order depend. 

Our Government has acted in response to an 
appeal for help from a small and peaceful nation 
which has long had ties of closest friendship with 
the United States. Readiness to help a friend 
in need is an admirable characteristic of the 
American people, and I am, in this message, in- 
forming the Congress of the reasons why I believe 
that the United States could not in honor stand 
idly by in this hour of Lebanon’s grave peril. As 
we act at the request of a friendly government to 
help it to preserve its independence and to pre- 
serve law and order which will protect American 
lives, we are acting to reaffirm and strengthen 
principles upon which the safety and security of 
the United States depend. 


Dwicut D. E1seENHOWER 


Tue Wurre Hovss, July 15, 1958. 


RADIO-TV STATEMENT 
White House press release dated July 15 


Yesterday was a day of grave developments in 
the Middle East. In Iraq a highly organized 
military blow struck down the duly constituted 
Government and attempted to put in its place a 
committee of Army officers. The attack was con- 
ducted with great brutality. Many of the lead- 
ing personalities were beaten to death or hanged 
and their bodies dragged through the streets. 

At about the same time there was discovered a 
highly organized plot to overthrow the lawful 
Government of Jordan. 

Warned and alarmed by these developments, 
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Iran, Pakistan, and Turkey Express 
Gratitude for U.S. Action in Lebanon 


Following is an exchange of messages between 
President Eisenhower and the Shah of Iran and the 
Presidents of Pakistan and Turkey. 


Message From President Eisenhower 
White House press release dated July 17 


JULY 16, 1958 
His IMPERIAL MAJESTY MOHAMMAD REZA PAHLAVI 
His EXceLLeNcy ISKANDER MIRZA 
His EXceLLeNcy CELAL BAYAR 
Ankara 


I have received with deep appreciation your mes- 
sage of July 15 concerning the affirmative response 
of the United States to the plea for assistance from 
the Government of Lebanon. I am _ profoundly 
gratified by your support for this action, taken in 
accordance with the principle of the United Nations 
Charter which recognizes as inherent the right of 
all nations to work together and to seek help when 
necessary to preserve their independence. 


Dwieut D. EISENHOWER 


Incoming Message 
White House press release dated July 16 
ANKARA, July 16, 1958 * 
THE PRESIDENT 
The White House 
Washington 


We have been informed by the United States 
Embassy in Ankara that upon the request of Presi- 
dent Chamoun to the effect that the Eisenhower 
Doctrine be applied to Lebanon, the United States, 
in order to protect the independence and territorial 
integrity of Lebanon, has decided to act and ac- 
cordingly units of the Sixth Fleet have landed in 
Beirut today. 

This bold and appropriate decision of the United 
States will not only ensure the protection of the 
independence of Lebanon and the support of its 
legitimate government but will at the same time 
strengthen the determined position of Iran, Pakis- 
tan and Turkey and also renew and increase the 
faith of the free world in the leadership of the 
United States for the defense of the free nations. 

We, meeting in Ankara, wish to convey to you, 
Mr. President, our appreciation and gratitude for 
this momentous decision in which we have deep 
satisfaction and relief. 

MOHAMMAD REZA PAHLAVI 
ISKANDER MIRZA 
CELAL BAYAR 


7On account of the time difference the incoming 
message was received at Washington on July 15. 











President Chamoun of Lebanon sent me an urgent 
plea that the United States station some military 
units in Lebanon to evidence our concern for the 
independence of Lebanon, that little country 
which itself has for about 2 months been sub- 
jected to civil strife. This has been actively 
fomented by Soviet and Cairo broadcasts and 
abetted and aided by substantial amounts of arms, 
money, and personnel infiltrated into Lebanon 
across the Syrian border. 

President Chamoun stated that without an im- 
mediate show of United States support the Gov- 
ernment of Lebanon would be unable to survive 
against the forces which had been set loose in 
the area. 

The plea of President Chamoun was supported 
by the unanimous action of the Lebanese Cabinet. 

After giving this plea earnest thought and 
after taking advice from leaders of both the 
executive and congressional branches of the Gov- 
ernment, I decided to comply with the plea of 
the Government of Lebanon. A few hours ago a 
battalion of United States Marines landed and 
took up stations in and about the city of Beirut. 

The mission of these forces is to protect Ameri- 
can lives—there are about 2,500 Americans in 


Lebanon—and by their presence to assist the 
Government of Lebanon to preserve its territorial 
integrity and political independence. 

The United States does not, of course, intend to 
replace the United Nations, which has a primary 
responsibility to maintain international peace 


and security. We reacted as we did within a 
matter of hours because the situation was such 
that only prompt action would suffice. We have, 
however, with equal promptness moved in the 
United Nations. This morning there was held at 
our request an emergency meeting of the United 
Nations Security Council. At this meeting we 
reported the action which we had taken. We 
stated the reasons therefor. We expressed the 
hope that the United Nations would itself take 
measures which would be adequate to preserve the 
independence of Lebanon and permit of the early 
withdrawal of the United States forces. 


The Situation in Lebanon 


I should like now to take a few minutes to ex- 
plain the situation in Lebanon. 
Lebanon is a small country, a little less than 
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the size of Connecticut, with a population of 
about 114 million. It has always had close and 
friendly relations with the United States. Many 
of you no doubt have heard of the American 
University at Beirut, which has a distinguished 
record. Lebanon has been a prosperous, peaceful 
country, thriving on trade largely with the West. 
A little over a year ago there were general elec- 
tions, held in an atmosphere of total calm, which 
resulted in the establishment, by an overwhelm- 
ing popular vote, of the present Parliament for a 
period of 4 years. The term of the President, 
however, is of a different duration and would 
normally expire next September. The President, 
Mr. Chamoun, has made clear that he does not 
seek reelection. 

When the attacks on the Government of 
Lebanon began to occur, it took the matter to the 
United Nations Security Council, pointing out 
that Lebanon was the victim of indirect aggression 
from without. As a result, the Security Council 
sent observers to Lebanon in the hope of thereby 
insuring that hostile intervention would cease. 
Secretary-General Hammarskjold undertook a 
mission to the area to reinforce the work of the 
observers. 

We believe that his efforts and those of the 
United Nations observers were helpful. They 
could not eliminate arms or ammunition or remove 
persons already sent into Lebanon. But we be- 
lieve they did reduce such aid from across the 
border. It seemed, last week, that the situation 
was moving toward a peaceful solution which 
would preserve the integrity of Lebanon and end 
indirect aggression from without. 

Those hopes were, however, dashed by the events 
of yesterday in Iraq and Jordan. These events 
demonstrate a scope of aggressive purpose which 
tiny Lebanon could not combat without further 
evidence of support. That is why Lebanon’s re- 
quest for troops from the United States was made. 
That is why we have responded to that request. 

Some will ask, does the stationing of some 
United States troops in Lebanon involve any in- 
terference in the internal affairs of Lebanon? 
The clear answer is “no.” 

First of all, we have acted at the urgent plea of 
the Government of Lebanon, a Government which 
has been freely elected by the people only a little 
over a year ago. It is entitled, as are we, to join 
in measures of collective security for self-defense. 
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Such action, the United Nations Charter recog- 
nizes, is an “inherent right.” 


Pattern of Conquest by Indirect Aggression 


In the second place what we now see in the 
Middle East is the same pattern of conquest with 
which we became familiar during the period of 
1945 to 1950. This involves taking over a nation 
by means of indirect aggression; that is, under 
the cover of a fomented civil strife the purpose is 
to put into domestic control those whose real 
loyalty is to the aggressor. 

It was by such means that the Communists at- 
tempted to take over Greece in 1947. That effort 
was thwarted by the Truman Doctrine. 

It was by such means that the Communists took 
over Czechoslovakia in 1948. 

It was by such means that the Communists took 
over the mainland of China in 1949, 

It was by such means that the Communists at- 
tempted to take over Korea and Indochina, be- 
ginning in 1950. 

You will remember at the time of the Korean 
war that the Soviet Government claimed that this 
was merely a civil war, because the only attack 
was by north Koreans upon south Koreans. But 
all the world knew that the north Koreans were 
armed, equipped, and directed from without for 
the purpose of aggression. 

This means of conquest was denounced by the 
United Nations General Assembly when it 
adopted in November 1950 its resolution entitled 
“Peace Through Deeds.” It thereby called upon 
every nation to refrain from “fomenting civil 
strife in the interest of a foreign power” and de- 
nounced such action as “the gravest of all crimes 
against peace and security throughout the world.” 

We had hoped that these threats to the peace 
and to the independence and integrity of small 
nations had come to an end. Unhappily, now 
they reappear. Lebanon was selected to become 
a victim. 

Last year the Congress of the United States 
joined with the President to declare that “the 
United States regards as vital to the national in- 
terest and world peace the preservation of the 
independence and integrity of the nations of the 
Middle East.” * 


*For text, see ibid., Nov. 13, 1950, p. 767. 


* Tbid., Mar. 25, 1957, p. 480. 
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I believe that the presence of the United States 
forces now being sent to Lebanon will have a sta- 
bilizing effect which will preserve the independ- 
ence and integrity of Lebanon. It will also af- 
ford an increased measure of security to the 
thousands of Americans who reside in Lebanon. 

We know that stability and well-being cannot 
be achieved purely by military measures. The 
economy of Lebanon has been gravely strained by 
civil strife. Foreign trade and tourist traffic 
have almost come to a standstill. The United 
States stands ready, under its mutual security 
program, to cooperate with the Government of 
Lebanon to find ways to restore its shattered econ- 
omy. Thus we shall help to bring back to Leb- 
anon a peace which is not merely the absence of 
fighting but the well-being of the people. 


The Purpose of the United States 


I am well aware of the fact that landing of 
United States troops in Lebanon could have some 
serious consequences. That is why this step was 
taken only after the most serious consideration 
and broad consultation. I have, however, come 
to the sober and clear conclusion that the action 
taken was essential to the welfare of the United 
States. It was required to support the principles 
of justice and international law upon which peace 
and a stable international order depend. 

That, and that alone, is the purpose of the 
United States. We are not actuated by any hope 
of material gain or by any emotional hostility 
against any person or any government. Our ded- 
ication is to the principles of the United Nations 
Charter and to the preservation of the independ- 
ence of every state. That is the basic pledge of 
the United Nations Charter. 

Yet indirect aggression and violence are being 
promoted in the Near East in clear violation of 
the provisions of the United Nations Charter. 

There can be no peace in the world unless there 
is fuller dedication to the basic principles of the 
United Nations Charter. If ever the United 
States fails to support these principles, the result 
would be to open the floodgates to direct and in- 
direct aggression throughout the world. 

In the 1930’s the members of the League of Na- 
tions became indifferent to direct and indirect ag- 
gression in Europe, Asia, and Africa. The result 
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was to strengthen and stimulate aggressive forces 
that made World War II inevitable. 

The United States is determined that that his- 
tory shall not now be repeated. We are hopeful 
that the action which we are taking will both 
preserve the independence of Lebanon and check 
international violations which, if they succeeded, 
would endanger world peace. 

We hope that this result will quickly be at- 
tained and that our forces can be promptly with- 
drawn. We must, however, be prepared to meet 


the situation, whatever be the consequences. We 
can do so, confident that we strive for a world in 
which nations, be they great or be they small, can 
preserve their independence. We are striving for 
an ideal which is close to the heart of every Amer- 
ican and for which in the past many Americans 
have laid down their lives. 

To serve these ideals is also to serve the cause of 
peace, security, and well-being, not only for us 
but for all men everywhere. 


The Lebanese Complaint in the Security Council 


The Security Council met on July 15 to con- 
sider again the Lebanese complaint “in respect of 
a situation arising from the intervention of the 
United Arab Republic in the internal affairs of 
Lebanon, the continuance of which is likely to 
endanger the maintenance of international peace 
and security” (U.N. doc. S/4007)3 Following 
is a series of statements made by U.S. Representa- 
tive Henry Cabot Lodge during the debate July 
15 to 21, together with the texts of U.S. and Japa- 
nese resolutions which were vetoed by theU SSR. 


STATEMENT OF JULY 15 
U.S./U.N. press release 2956 


The Council meets today to confront difficulties 
as serious as any in its history. 

The territorial integrity of Lebanon is increas- 
ingly threatened by insurrection, stimulated and 
assisted from outside. 

Plots against the Kingdom of Jordan, which 
have become evident over the past few months, 
are another sign of serious instability in the rela- 
tions between nations in the Middle East. 

And now comes the overthrow—in an excep- 
tionally brutal and revolting manner—of the 
legally established Government of Iraq. I have 
just heard this morning, Mr. President, before 
coming over here, of the murder of our esteemed 
and popular colleague here in the United Nations 
from Iraq—Mr. Fadhil al-Jamali.2 Only a few 


For background, see BULLETIN of July 14, 1958, p. 88. 
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weeks ago he was here with us. We heard his 
voice; we rejoiced in his humor; we were heart- 
ened by his fellowship. Now we learn that he 
was not only murdered but that his body was 
actually dragged through the streets of Baghdad. 
Decent people throughout the world, wherever 
they may be, will recoil at this monstrosity. 

In all these circumstances, the President of 
Lebanon has asked, with the unanimous author- 
ization of the Lebanese Government, for the help 
of friendly governments so as to preserve Leba- 
non’s integrity and independence. 

The United States has responded positively and 
affirmatively to this request in the light of the need 
for immediate action. And we wish the Security 
Council to be hereby officially advised of this fact. 

In addition, the United States Government has 
under active consideration economic assistance to 
help Lebanon revive its economy. 

Our purpose in coming to the assistance of 
Lebanon is perfectly clear. As President Eisen- 
hower explained this morning, our forces are not 
there to engage in hostilities of any kind—much 
less to fight a war. Their presence is designed 
for the sole purpose of helping the Government 
of Lebanon at its request in its efforts to stabilize 
the situation, brought on by the threats from out- 
side, until such time as the United Nations can 
take the steps necessary to protect the independ- 
ence and political integrity of Lebanon. They 
will also afford security to the several thousand 
Americans who reside in that country. And that, 


* For a correction, see p. 198. 
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Mr. President, is the total scope and objective of 
the United States assistance. 

Now I need scarcely say that we are the first 
to admit that the dispatch of United States forces 
to Lebanon is not an ideal way to solve present 
problems, and they will be withdrawn as soon as 
the United Nations can take over. 

In fact, the United States Government hopes 
that the United Nations itself will soon be able 
to assume these responsibilities. We intend to 
consult with the Secretary-General and with other 
delegations urgently on a resolution to achieve 
these objections. Until then the presence of 
United States troops in Lebanon will be a con- 
structive contribution to the objectives the Secu- 
rity Council had in mind when it passed the June 
11 resolution dealing with this problem.‘ 

Let me review the recent history of this situa- 
tion. 


Situation in Lebanon and Iraq 


A little over a month ago the Government of 
Lebanon presented a complaint to the Security 
Council involving “a situation arising from the 
intervention of the United Arab Republic in the 
internal affairs of Lebanon, the continuance of 
which is likely to endanger the maintenance of in- 


ternational peace and security.” At that time 
various members of the Council drew special at- 
tention to article 2 (4) of the charter, which 
enjoins all members to “refrain in their inter- 
national relations from the threat or use of force 
against the territorial integrity or political in- 
dependence of any state.” This was one of the 
fundamental considerations behind the resolution 
which was adopted by the Council on June 11, 
which called for the urgent dispatch of an obser- 
vation group to proceed to Lebanon so as to insure 
there was no illegal infiltration of personnel or 
supply of arms or other materiel across the 
Lebanese borders. 

The United Nations Observation Group has 
thus far been able to achieve limited success. We 
hope that it will pursue its work in the most ef- 
fective and energetic way possible. Our forces 
are being instructed to cooperate with it and to 
establish liaison immediately upon arrival. This 
United Nations group has helped to reduce inter- 
ference from across the border. 

We learn now, however, that with the outbreak 
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of the revolt in Iraq the infiltration of arms and 
personnel into Lebanon from the United Arab 
Republic in an effort to subvert the legally con- 
stituted Government has suddenly become much 
more alarming. This development, coupled with 
persistent efforts over the past months to subvert 
the Government of Jordan, must be a cause of 
grave concern to us all. They place-in jeopardy 
both the independence of Lebanon and that of any 
Middle Eastern state which seeks to maintain its 
national integrity free from outside influence and 
pressures. It is too early, Mr. President, to tell 
what the outcome of the revolt in Iraq may be. 
But one thing is clear: The events in both Lebanon 
and Iraq present grave threats to the integrity 
of free and independent countries. They demon- 
strate a ruthlessness of aggressive purposes which 
tiny Lebanon cannot combat without support from 
friendly nations. 

Observing the course of events in Lebanon and 
in Iraq, one is constrained to conclude that there 
are powers at work in the Middle East seeking, 
in total disregard for national sovereignty and 
independence, to substitute force or the threat of 
force for law. If these powers are left unchecked, 
free to pursue their lawless course, the people of 
the Middle East will have been denied the solemn 
guaranties written into the United Nations Char- 
ter and mankind’s agelong quest for peace will 
have been checked and the world will have been 
plunged into anarchy. 

Now we confront here a situation involving out- 
side involvement in an internal revolt against the 
authorities of the legitimate Government of 
Lebanon. Under these conditions a request from 
the Government of Lebanon to another member 
of the United Nations to come to its assistance is 
entirely consistent with the provisions and pur- 
poses of the United Nations Charter. In this 
situation, therefore, we are proceeding in accord- 
ance with the traditional rules of international 
law, none of which in any way inhibit action of 
the character which the United States is under- 
taking in Lebanon. The United States is acting 
pursuant to what the United Nations Charter re- 
gards as an inherent right—the right of all na- 
tions to work together to preserve their inde- 
pendence. The Council should take note that 
United States forces went to Lebanon at the spe- 
cific request of the duly constituted Government 
of Lebanon. Let me also emphasize again what 
I have said before, that these forces will remain 
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there only until the United Nations itself is able 
to assume the necessary responsibilities to insure 
the continued independence of Lebanon. 

Now, Mr. President, there is one further fact 
which must be recognized. If the United Nations 
is to succeed in its efforts to maintain interna- 
tional peace and security, it should support the 
efforts of a legitimate and democratically elected 
government to protect itself from aggression from 
without, even if that aggression is indirect. The 
United Nations must be particularly alert in pro- 
tecting the security of small states from inter- 
ference by those whose resources and power are 
larger. This is a principle which has been sup- 
ported here in this very hall in the past and which 
should be supported today regardless of who the 
offender may be. 

Lebanon is a charter member of the United 
Nations and has loyally contributed to the work 
over the past decade. It would be unthinkable 
now to permit the lawfully constituted Govern- 
ment of Lebanon to fall prey to outside forces 
which seek to substitute a government which 
would serve their purposes in defiance of the prin- 
ciples of the charter. 

There can be no hope for peace in the world 
unless the United Nations shows this dedication 
to the charter’s basic principles. All nations, 
large and small alike, are entitled to have their 
political independence and territorial integrity 
respected and maintained. If we vacillate with 
regard to this proposition, we will open the flood- 
gates to direct and indirect aggression all over the 
world. 

The overthrow of another state by subversion 
and the fomenting of internal strife is more diffi- 
cult for the world to combat than is directed mili- 
tary aggression because the fomenting of internal 
strife is harder to see with your eyes. 

But this is not the first time that the United 
Nations has faced such a problem. 

The United Nations faced such a problem suc- 
cessfully in Greece in 1946 when Soviet-sponsored 
insurrection threatened to overwhelm the Greek 
Government. 

The United Nations did so unsuccessfully in 
1948 when the Communist coup was perpetrated 
in Czechoslovakia. 


‘“‘Peace Through Deeds”’ Resolution of 1950 


The United Nations sought to provide means 
for dealing with such aggressive developments in 


the future when in 1949 and in 1950 it adopted 
the “Essentials of Peace” and the “Peace Through 
Deeds” resolutions of the General Assembly. If 
the Council will forgive a personal note, I particu- 
larly recall the “Peace Through Deeds” resolution 
because I actively worked to obtain its adoption 
the first time that I was a member of the United 
States delegation to the United Nations in 1950. 
At that time I said: * 


The eight-power resolution not only reaffirms that 
whatever the weapons used, any aggression is the gravest 
of all crimes against peace and security in the world; it 
also freshens, modernizes, brings up to date, and makes 
more complete our concept of aggression by specifically 
including the latest form of aggression, to wit: fomenting 
civil strife. 

Let me now quote some of the provisions of this 
resolution, which was adopted here in the General 
Assembly in 1950: ° 


Condemning the intervention of a State in the internal 
affairs of another State for the purpose of changing its 
legally established government by the threat or use of 
force, 

1. Solemnly reaffirms that, whatever the weapons used, 
any aggression, whether committed openly, or by foment- 
ing civil strife in the interest of a foreign Power, or 
otherwise, is the gravest of all crimes against peace and 
security throughout the world; 

2. Determines that for the realization of lasting peace 
and security it is indispensable: 

(1) That prompt united action be taken to meet aggres- 
sion wherever it arises; . 

This, I submit, applies very definitely to the 
situation which confronts us today. 

Remember, Mr. President, that the Government 
of Lebanon was a cosponsor of this resolution and 
that the present Foreign Minister of Lebanon was 
its spokesman. 

Remember that the first representative in the 
General Assembly to raise the issue of subversion 
and civil strife was the representative of Greece, 
which was just then overcoming the effects of 
Communist subversion. 

Remember that the first language for a resolu- 
tion was introduced on that occasion by the repre- 
sentative of Bolivia. 

Xemember, too, that the resolution in its final 
form was sponsored by France, Lebanon, Mexico, 
the Netherlands, the United Kingdom, the United 
States, Bolivia, and India. 

Remember. finally, that the resolution condemn- 


*Ibid., Dec. 4, 1950, p. 904. 
5 For full text, see ibid., Nov. 13, 1950, p. 767. 
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ing the fomenting of civil strife in the interest 
of a foreign power—because that’s what it did— 


was adopted by a vote of 50 to 5, the Soviet bloc 


being significantly against it. 

Those are good things to think about today. 

In solemnly affirming that aggression which 
foments civil strife in the interest of a foreign 
power was one of the gravest of all crimes against 
peace and security through the world, the Gen- 
eral Assembly clearly had in mind just such a 
situation as that which we face. The integrity 
and independence of a nation is as precious when 
it is attacked from outside by subversion and 
erosion as when it is attacked in the field by mili- 
tary action. 

Now, Mr. President, I conclude, and I do so by 
saying to my colleagues of the Security Council 
to remember this one more fact. The members 
of the League of Nations tolerated direct and in- 
direct aggression in Europe, in Asia, and in Africa 
during the 1930’s, and the tragic result was to 
strengthen and to stimulate aggressive forces in 
such a way that World War II became inevitable. 
The United States, for its part, is determined that 
history shall not now be repeated. We hope and 
believe that the action which we are taking will 
bring stability and that the United States forces 


now being sent into Lebanon at the request of its 
Government can be promptly withdrawn. We 
must, however, be prepared to meet the situation 


whatever the consequences may be. We strive for 
a world in which nations, great and small, can 
preserve their independence. This is an ideal 
which is close to the heart of every American, and 
we believe it is close to the hearts of all free men. 

We believe that the action which the United 
States ‘s now taking is consistent with the princi- 
ples and purposes of the United Nations and will 
promote the cause of world peace. 


FIRST STATEMENT OF JULY 16 


U.S./U.N. press release 2957 
The United States resolution before the Se- 
curity Council® has three principal purposes. 
First, it supports fully and seeks to strengthen 
the operations of the United Nations Observer 
Group in Lebanon. In fact, it specifically com- 
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mends the work of the Observer Group and of 
the Secretary-General. 

Secondly, it provides the basis for additional 
arrangements by the Secretary-General with a 
view to making contingents available as neces- 
sary as a further measure to protect the territorial 
integrity and political independence of Lebanon 
and to insure that there is no illegal infiltration 
of personnel or supply of arms or other materiel 
across the Lebanese borders. 

Third, it would make it possible for the United 
States forces to withdraw promptly if the resolu- 
tion were quickly carried out. 

The introduction of this resolution is an at 
tempt in good faith by the United States to give 
effect to President Eisenhower's statement yester- 
day that “the United States will support in the 
United Nations measures which seem to be ade- 
quate to meet the new situation and which will 
enable the United States forces promptly to be 
withdrawn.” 

Two important practical aspects of this resolu- 
tion merit particular mention. 

The first relates to the United Nations Observer 
Group in Lebanon. Let me initially take this 
opportunity to pay tribute to the devotion and 
to the untiring efforts of the three members of the 
Observer Group, Sr. Galo Plaza of Ecuador, Gen- 
eral Odd Bull of Norway, and Mr. R. Dayal of 
India, and to the teams of military observers 
from many countries. The United Nations is 
fortunate to have such individuals in its services. 
The United States continues to believe that the 
Observer Group has a most significant and help- 
ful part to play in this situation. We agree fully 
with the statement of the Canadian representative 
that the action of the United States is comple- 
mentary to the efforts of the United Nations. The 
Observer Group can be assured that the United 
States forces will cooperate with them in every 
way. To that end they have been instructed to 
establish and maintain liaison with them. We in 
no way underestimate the obstacles confronting 
the operations of this Observer Group. We will 
do everything possible to help them overcome 
these difficulties. 

The resolution recognizes the continued im- 
portance of the Observer Group by requesting it 
to continue and to develop its activities pursuant 
to the Council’s resolution of June 11. The Sec- 
retary-General, who is daily in direct contact with 
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the three members of the Observer Group, is in 
the best position to determine and to work out in 
cooperation with the Government of Lebanon ad- 
ditional measures which would help to improve 
the operations of the Observer Group. We are 
confident he will continue to take every feasible 
step to this end. 


Secretary-General Asked To Undertake Additional 
Measures 

There is a second practical aspect of importance 
which we included in our resolution. This relates 
to additional measures which the Secretary-Gen- 
eral is requested to undertake in order to protect 
the independence of Lebanon and to insure 
against illegal infiltrations. We recognize that 
the means available to the Observer Group, help- 
ful though this group has been, is, and we hope 
will be, are insufficient to meet all aspects of the 
serious situation. This is particularly the case 
in light of the grave developments in Iraq and the 
recently discovered organized plot to overthrow 
the lawful Government of Jordan. These were 
prime considerations which prompted the United 
States response to the Lebanese request for as- 
sistance in maintaining its independence. These 
same considerations have prompted us in urging 
here today further additional measures by the 
United Nations in order to protect Lebanon’s in- 
dependence. This would make possible a prompt 
withdrawal of United States armed forces. 

The heart of the resolution is in operative para- 
graph 3, which I would like to quote in its 
entirety : 

Requests the Secretary-General immediately to consult 
the Government of Lebanon and other Member States as 
appropriate with a view to making such additional ar- 
rangements, including the contribution and use of con- 
tingents, as may be necessary to protect the territorial 
integrity and independence of Lebanon and to ensure 
that there is no illegal infiltration of personnel or supply 
of arms or other materiel across the Lebanese borders ; 

This provision gives the Secretary-General the 
necessary authority to work out in consultation 
with member states whatever arrangements the 
situation may require, including the use of mili- 
tary units if necessary. 

There is no doubt in our minds, as the United 
States has testified by its actions, that these units 
are required. They are required quickly, and we 
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urge the Secretary-General to take prompt action 
to bring them into being. 

We hope that all members will cooperate with 
the Secretary-General and that it will be possible 
for him to arrange promptly for United Nations 
units to maintain internal stability in Lebanon 
and thereby make it unnecessary for United 
States forces to remain. We hope that, at such 
time as the Secretary-General is able to organize 
the appropriate units, the situation will be suffi- 
ciently stable in Lebanon to permit such units to 
carry out effectively the mission of the United 
Nations. 

The task of these contingents will be, first, to 
“protect” the territorial integrity and independ- 
ence of Lebanon and, secondly, to “ensure” that 
there is no infiltration of personnel, arms, or 
other materiel. 

The United Nations forces would not be there 
to engage in hostilities or to fight a war. I 
made this statement about United States forces 
yesterday. It should be fully clear about United 
Nations forces today. They would not be there 
to fight unless they are attacked. But it should 
be fully clear also that they would have the au- 
thority to fire in self-defense in performance of 
their duties to “prevent” infiltration and “pro- 
tect” the integrity of Lebanon. 


Relevant U.N. Resolutions 


There is still another important part of this 
resolution. The preamble, which provides the 
framework for the operative paragraphs, makes 
specific reference to relevant resolutions of the 
General Assembly. These are the “Essentials of 
Peace” resolution of December 1, 1949,’ and the 
“Peace Through Deeds” resolution of November 
18, 1950, which were adopted by an overwhelming 
majority of the members of the United Nations. 
Mention of these resolutions is relevant because it 
reminds us that the United Nations must meet 
and deal effectively with the problem of indirect 
aggression. As I said yesterday, “The integrity 
and independence of a nation is as precious when 
it is attacked from outside by subversion and ero- 
sion as when it is attacked in the field by military 
action.” 

Yesterday the Soviet representative submitted 


7 For text, see BULLETIN of Nov. 28, 1949, p. 807. 
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a resolution of his own.’ It follows the tradi- 
tional Soviet pattern of seeking to divert atten- 
tion from the real issue, which is the continued in- 
dependence of Lebanon. It makes no contribu- 
tion to the achievement of a solution. 

The United States is confident that members of 
the Council will recognize that, unless the practi- 
cal arrangements envisaged in the United States 
resolution are made, we here will have shirked the 
grave responsibility we bear to insure the contin- 
ued independence and integrity of Lebanon. 

We hope that the Council will support the 
United States proposal. It would thereby, we 
think, take an important step toward stabilizing 
the situation in Lebanon and in the Middle East 
generally. 


SECOND STATEMENT OF JULY 16 


U.S./U.N. press release 2958 

I have asked to be recognized to make a brief 
reply to the strictures which the Soviet represent- 
ative has seen fit to make once again against the 
United States. 

Comment is not required on most of his speech 
because it deals with the legal basis for our posi- 
tion and I have covered that already both yester- 
day and today. 

We think that the United Nations is not help- 
less against aggression by internal subversion 
from without. And the Soviet representative 
thinks that it is. There is the difference, and 
there is not much use in taking much more time 
on that subject. We think that the resolution 
adopted by the General Assembly by a vote of 50 
to 5 in 1950 makes perfectly clear that it is United 
Nations policy to regard aggression in any form 
as a bad thing—and that includes the fomenting 
of civil strife from without. 


§’ The original Soviet draft resolution (U.N. doc. 8/4047, 
dated July 15) called upon the United States Govern- 
ment “to cease armed intervention in the domestic affairs 
of the Arab States and to remove its troops from the ter- 
ritory of Lebanon immediately.” A revised draft (U.N. 
doe. 8/4047/Rev. 1, dated July 17), calling upon the Gov- 
ernments of the United States and the United Kingdom 
“to cease armed intervention in the domestic affairs of 
the Arab States and to remove their troops from the 
territories of Lebanon and Jordan immediately,” was de- 
feated on July 17 by a vote of 1 (U.S.S.R.) to 8, with 2 
abstentions (Japan, Sweden). 
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Then the Soviet representative based most of 
his contention on editorials in news dispatches 
from the New York Zimes. Well, I greatly ad- 
mire the New York 7'%imes as a newspaper. And 
I am sure they do not claim to be the official or 
the unofficial voice of the United States Govern- 
ment. I assure Mr. Sobolev once again because I 
know his fondness for newspaper clippings— 
which in the Soviet Union, of course, are the 
voice of the Government—I assure him that in 
this country newspaper clippings—they may be 
interesting; they may be stimulating; they may 
be attention-attracting—but they are not Govern- 
ment policy. He has lived here long enough that 
I should think he would know that. 

Then Mr. Sobolev said that the United States 
was always against the United Nations, that we 
talked in a hypocritical manner about justice, 
peace, and freedom, but that we were actually 
against the United Nations when the time came. 
This interested me very much because it comes 
from the representative of a government which 
has been condemned by the United Nations three 
times in the past year for its actions in Hungary. 
It comes from the representative of a government 
which has violated the expressed wishes of the 
United Nations more than 30 times in the past 8 
years, which has abused the United Nations veto 
power 83 times. And they accuse the United 
States of always being against the United 
Nations! 

I declare now that the United States has always 
carried out every single decision of the United 
Nations, and the Soviet representative cannot find 
a single exception to that statement. 

What we are proposing here now is a way of 
helping an organ of the United Nations, of giving 
it facilities and means which it does not possess. 
That is what we are trying to do. 

Then the Soviet representative said that United 
States policy under President Eisenhower was like 
that of Adolf Hitler. I did not dream that up. 
I was listening carefully. I took notes during the 
consecutive translation, and that statement oc- 
curred both in the English and in the French 
translations. Well, I must defer to Mr. Sobolev 
in the knowledge of Adolf Hitler because his Gov- 
ernment was once an ally of Adolf Hitler when 
Mr. Molotov made a pact with Mr. Ribbentrop of 
unfragrant memory. The United States has 
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never been an ally of Adolf Hitler. So he knows 


more about that than I do. 


Soviet Ambitions in Middle East 


It is interesting, seeing that we are considering 
a subject in the Middle East, to remember that 
Soviet ambitions in the Middle East entered an 
active phase in 1939, when Nazi Germany and 
Communist Russia formed an alliance in this same 
Molotov-Ribbentrop Pact. In 1940 the Soviet 
Union sought to use this alliance to establish a 
sphere of influence in the Persian Gulf and the 
Black Sea regions. They even proposed to Hit- 
ler’s Foreign Minister, Mr. Ribbentrop, that this 
area “be recognized as the center of the aspira- 
tions of the Soviet Union.” These ambitions came 
to nothing, but the Soviet Union nevertheless 
pressed forward toward the same goals after 
World War II. 

These things may have been forgotten, but I 
think they are pertinent: that the Soviet Union 
sought trusteeship over Libya; it demanded that 
Turkey cede to it the districts of Kars and Arda- 
han and that it grant the Soviet Union a naval 
base at the Dardanelles. Then the Soviet Union 
occupied northern Iran in opposition to inter- 
national agreements, and it was the stand taken 


by the United Nations and the will of free coun- 
tries which caused the Soviet forces to be with- 
And the year 1955 was 
marked by renewed Soviet efforts, so much so that 
it seemed clear that the Soviet Union at that time 
had reached the decision to concentrate its atten- 
tion on the Middle East and the free countries 


drawn from that region. 


of Asia. 


Reports of Intervention in Lebanon 

Now, Mr. President, we do think that the situa- 
tion in Lebanon is part of a much bigger picture. 
We do not seek to deny that, even though Mr. So- 
bolev cannot agree with us about that: We do 
have facts to back up what we think. Let me 
give you a few of the facts that we have. 

For example, we have a first-hand report about 
a visit to the Lebanese Druze rebel leader Kamal 
Jumblatt in his headquarters in the Shuf region 
of southern Lebanon toward the end of June. 
Jumblatt told this visitor that he was accepting 
aid from the United Arab Republic. That is item 
No. 1. 
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A second visitor to Jumblatt at the beginning 
of July found Jumblatt openly acknowledging 
Syrian aid, including radio sending and receiv- 
ing equipment. That is item No. 2. 

In Homs, Syria, on or just before June 23, two 
Lebanese leaders were reliably reported to be 
using the Semiramis Hotel as a recruiting office 
for Syrians and Palestinians to join the opposi- 
tion forces in Lebanon. That is item No. 3. 

Toward the end of June a leading Syrian fin- 
ancier in Damascus told a pro-Western Syrian 
businessman that the United Arab Republic Gov- 
ernment had spent over 60 million Syrian pounds 
to finance the opposition forces in Lebanon. That 
is item No. 4. 

We have reports that on July 7 at 6 p. m. 
reconnaissance aircraft of the Lebanese Air Force 
saw a column of trucks with khaki covers north- 
west of the Lebanese town of Ba’albek. The next 
day, July 8, a Lebanese Air Force plane attacked 
a larger truck convoy, also with khaki canvas 
covers, which was deployed along the road north 
of the Tripoli airport, near the Syrian frontier. 
The Lebanese plane was then fired on by anti- 
aircraft. The column of trucks was seen to turn 
back in the direction of Syria. That is item No. 
5. 

A reliable Syrian source in the town of Aleppo 
said on July 9 that Syrian paratroops were being 
encouraged to volunteer for service in Lebanon, 
that they were receiving training at Nebek near 
the Lebanese frontier, and that they were getting 
ready to infiltrate into Lebanon and to lead an 
attack on the Beirut Airport. That is item No. 
6. 

Then we have recent reliable reports from more 
than one source that during the past 2 weeks there 
have been large convoy movements at night from 
Syria into Lebanon north of Tripoli on a regular 
basis and that these convoys have taken elaborate 
precautions to avoid detection by the United Na- 
tions Observation Group. That is item No. 7. 

So we have reasons for thinking that this is a 
situation that does not just pertain to Lebanon 
alone and that it is part of a much bigger picture. 

Now, Mr. President, before I yield the floor, let 
me just say that no country on earth is more 
friendly to Arab nationalism than is the United 
States, and the United States Government has 
shown this on many an occasion. But we think 
there is a difference between normal aspirations of 
nationalism, which are proper and which are 
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healthy and which can even be idealistic and for- 
ward-looking, and the subversion of the inde- 
pendence of small countries on the other hand. 
Mr. Sobolev creates the impression that Arab 
nationalism and subversion of independence are 
all one thing. Well, they are not one thing. They 
are two entirely different things. We are in 
favor of nationalism, and we are against the sub- 
version of the independence of small countries. 


{In a further intervention Mr. Lodge said :] 


The Soviet representative seeks to put words 
into my mouth which I did not use, and I can- 
not let him do it. I never said that this infor- 
mation was the basis for our actions concerning 
Lebanon. The basis for our actions concerning 
Lebanon was made perfectly clear yesterday at 
the time that I made my submission here to the 
Security Council. This information is material 
which we think is pertinent and helpful to the ef- 
forts of the Security Council in seeing the situa- 
tion clearly. It was not the condition precedent 
to our action. 


{In a further intervention Mr. Lodge said :] 


Mr. President, let me simply say in response 
to the question asked by the representative of the 
Soviet Union as to why we did not make this 
information available to the United Nations that 
I have just done so here this morning. Now, the 
reason we did not do so sooner was because we 
did not wish to jeopardize the sources of that in- 
formation. But now the situation to us justifies 
us in running this risk. 

Let me say further that all of these reports are 
from official United States agencies and most of 
them are from sources in Syria, where the United 
Nations Observer Group, of course, has no 
facilities. 


THIRD STATEMENT OF JULY 16 
U.S./U.N. press release 2960 


In the concluding paragraphs of the statement 
of the Soviet Government which the Soviet repre- 
sentative has just read there occurs the sentence 
that the Soviet Government asks us—the United 
States—to withdraw from Lebanon. Mr. Presi- 
dent, we would like nothing better than to with- 
draw, as I have said many times, and the resolu- 
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tion which we have introduced and which is now 
pending offers a constructive way for us to do so. 


FOURTH STATEMENT OF JULY 16 
U.S./U.N. press release 2962 


I simply wanted to say, with reference to the 
possibility which was suggested by the very dis- 
tinguished representative of Sweden, that we hope 
that the United Nations Observer Group will not 
be suspended. 

We think that, if ever there was a time when 
the United Nations should be active, it is at a time 
like this. 

We hope that the Observer Group, which has 
done such wonderful work in the recent past, will 
continue and will develop its activities and will 
be given facilities for doing whatever it thinks 
should be done. 


FIRST STATEMENT OF JULY 17 
U.S./U.N. press release 2963 


The United States Government supports the 
action of the Government of the United Kingdom 
in responding affirmatively to the urgent appeal 
of Jordan for assistance in the defense of Jor- 
dan’s independence and integrity. The United 
States believes that it is a justified exercise of the 
inherent right of nations to call for assistance 
when threatened. 

Mr. President, we have just circulated a revised 
text of our resolution ® under the item of Lebanon. 
At the proper time, Mr. President, the United 
States will move for priority in the voting for 
this revised draft resolution. We hope for a vote 
today for reasons which I shall explain. 

Let me first, however, review briefly the modifi- 
cations which are contained in this revision. 
They represent suggestions made by several mem- 
bers of the Council to me informally. 

In the second preambular paragraph the words 
“and the encouraging achievements reported by” 
are added. This language is inserted to reflect, 
among other things, the recent report of the Ob- 
server Group that it will in the future be able to 
function in areas previously closed to it. 

The fifth preambular paragraph has undergone 
a technical revision to reflect more precisely the 
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language employed by the representative of Leb- 
anon in his statement to the Council. Primarily 
for the word “appeal” to the Security Council, 
appearing in the first draft, the word “request” 
has been substituted as well as the phrase “further 
assistance from the Security Council to uphold its 
integrity and independence.” 

Then the operative paragraphs have been rear- 
ranged and a drafting change has been made in 
new operative paragraph 1 to change the word 
“and” to the word “to.” 

A drafting change has also been made in the 
new paragraph 2 deleting the words “such addi- 
tional” and adding after the word “arrangements” 
the words “for additional measures.” 

We hope that this revised text, which takes 
into consideration the various suggestions which 
we have been given, will receive prompt and wide- 
spread support and that it will be adopted today. 

Now, Mr. President, we attach the greatest im- 
portance to the continuance and enhancement of 
the activities of the United Nations Observer 
Group and to the United Nations’ assuming the 
functions set forth in this resolution, and, frankly, 
we regret that our distinguished colleague, the 
representative of Sweden, should have suggested 
that the Observation Group might have to sus- 
pend its activities.° To us the situation demands 
a prompt expansion and intensification of its ac- 
tivities and an increase of the United Nations 
role through the contingents mentioned in the 
resolution and not a suspension of the work of 
the United Nations. We think that, if ever there 
was a time for the United Nations not to with- 
draw but to step more actively into the field, this 
is it. When the patient is sick, Mr. President, it 
is not time for the doctor to leave. 

To us, there is an unanswerable argument in the 
unanimous view of the United Nations Observa- 
tion Group which has just reached the Council 
today in document A/4052, which says that fur- 
ther stations and permanent observation posts 
should be established close to the frontier and 
that the size of the group should be increased to 
a total of some 200, which is about double its 
present strength. Evidently, Mr. President, the 


”On July 17 the Swedish representative presented a 
resolution (U.N. doc. 8/4054) requesting the Secretary- 
General “to suspend the activities of the observers in 
Lebanon until further notice.” The Swedish resolution 
was defeated on July 18 by a vote of 2 (Sweden, U.S.S.R.) 


to 9. 
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United Nations Observation Group does not think 
it should suspend its activities. 

I am afraid that some misconceptions have 
crept into the debate with respect to the actual 
situation in Lebanon. I have heard it implied 
here that, because the Observation Group has not 
reported the occurrence of a certain event, the 
event for that reason has not happened. 

Now, the fallacy of this contention becomes 
plain when you consider that the Observation 
Group has not made a final report; that the Ob- 
servation Group undoubtedly possesses a great 
deal of information which it has not yet reported 
or had time to evaluate; that all we have had from 
the Observation Group so far have been interim 
reports and reports on the progress of their or- 
ganizational work; and that it has not been able to 
penetrate thoroughly many of the more sensitive 
border areas nor to engage in any extensive night 
patrol. 

The Government of Lebanon, which is, after all, 
primarily responsible for the security of the coun- 
try and which the Observation Group has been 
sent to assist, clearly felt that the sharpened in- 
tensity of violent events in the Middle East threat- 
ened its security in a new way. Now, obviously, 
Mr. President, this is a type of evaluation which 
is beyond the scope of the observers. 

I also cited yesterday some events which we 
know have happened which the United Nations 
Observation Group in Lebanon could not have 
reported because the group has not been outside 
of Lebanon. 

Then we should remember this, Mr. President. 
It was only yesterday that we were told that the 
Observation Group had finally reached agree- 
ment to enable it to get to the frontiers of Lebanon 
all the way around. That agreement was only 
received on the day, may I point out, that our 
forces landed. And with great respect I submit 
that our efforts may have already been helpful 
to the work of the United Nations. The fact 
that the day before yesterday the Observation 
Group got permission to reach the frontiers of 
Lebanon is a cause for gratification, but, obvi- 
ously, it does not mean that the work of the Ob- 
servation Group is finished. On the contrary, 
it means that they are now in a much better 
position than they have ever been to go ahead. 
It marks the end of the beginning as far as the 
Observation Group is concerned and the begin- 
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ning of a phase which can be of even greater use- 
fulness. So I think we ought to be clear about 
that. 


Legitimate Goals of Arab Nationalism 


Now we go to another but related aspect. There 
are those who would fasten on Arab nationalism 
the label of violence, of assassination, of mob rule, 
and of subversion. The yearnings of Arab peo- 
ples for growing into national stature, for eco- 
nomic growth, for increasing social justice, for 
full dignity, for closer regional understanding 
and independence are all commendable. 

The United States is not only not opposed to 
these developments; it believes in them. The 
United States believes in change and constructive 
evolution, a path which it has followed itself— 
so much so that some people have said that the 
United States is in a perpetual state of revolu- 
tion—so much so that millions upon millions of 
Americans have come up in their economic status. 
We believe in this kind of thing for ourselves. 
We believe in it for others. We want to help 
those who have not governed themselves to become 
self-governing. 

But, Mr. President, we think that these things 
should be done peacefully and without causing 
an international convulsion. That need not be 
the price of progress. We do not believe in as- 
sassination, violence, mob rule, or subversion. 
And we do not want to see this happen in one of 
the most democratic and politically free and inde- 
pendent countries in the Middle East—Lebanon. 

The longings for progress and unity among the 
Arab peoples must not be thus subverted. The 
dynamic energies of Arab nationalism must not be 
abused to serve selfish ends. It must not depend 
for its advancement on assassination, mob rule, 
subversion, and infiltration. 


Challenge to U.N. 


I come to my conclusion, Mr. President, with a 
rather heavy heart because I am going to utter 
some words which are as serious and as fateful as 
any the United States has ever spoken in the 514 
years that I have represented the United States 
in the Security Council. 

Sometimes we in the United Nations get too 
close to the details to see what is really happen- 
ing. If ever there was a time when we must see 
the big picture, this is the time If ever there 
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was a time when we must not allow ourselves to 
be diverted by technical administrative con- 
siderations, this is the time. 

What is really happening is plain for all to see 
if we but lift up our eyes. The overthrow of the 
lawful Government of Iraq, beginning with the 
assassination of the Crown Prince, and which was 
followed by the wave of assassinations through- 
out that unhappy country, is one dreadful fact. 
Then the attempt to subvert and overthrow 
Jordan, which we have just heard, is another. 
And, of course, the effort directed from without 
to subvert Lebanon is familiar to everyone. 

One event which precipitated and increased 
the necessity of these sessions of the Security 
Council was the overthrow of the Government of 
Iraq. This is because it made it clear that there 
is in the Middle East a common purpose to take 
over everywhere, all at once. Clearly there is a 
common purpose, masterminded from one source. 
You can read all about it in the Cairo newspapers 
or listen to the incessant radio broadcasts from 
Cairo to other Arab countries. In fact, a promi- 
nent Cairo newspaper is openly urging the assas- 
sination of President Chamoun. Furthermore, a 
United Arab Republic ambassador stated Monday 
that United States aid to the Government of 
Lebanon would mean the assassination of the 
President and Foreign Minister of Lebanon, who, 
he said, had been condemned to death by “Arab 
nationalists,” with the sentence to be executed 
following Western intervention. 

What kind of behavior is that? 

But that is the kind of thing that we face today. 
The technical obstacles are not the main point. 
We face a great, rough, brutal fact—the fact of 
the fomenting of civil strife by assassins in plain 
clothes instead of by soldiers in uniform. 

Make no mistake about it, my colleagues. His- 
tory will hold us responsible. We cannot avoid 
an answer to the question: Is the United Nations 
to condone subversion in plain clothes controlled 
from outside a country ? 

If the United Nations cannot deal with indirect 
aggression, the United Nations will break up. 
This could surely be the rock on which this organi- 
zation could founder. 

Remember this too: If the United Nations does 
not meet this challenge, it will invite subversion 
all over the world. We cannot pass by on the 
other side of the street and salve our consciences 
by doing nothing. 
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If United Nations inaction is interpreted as 
condoning indirect aggression, the imagination 
staggers at what the consequences of this could 
mean to world peace. 

To no group of men has the opportunity ever 
been given to rise to a more fateful occasion. I 
hope and I believe that we will not fail humanity. 


SECOND STATEMENT OF JULY 17 
U.S./U.N. press release 2964 


I shall not take the time of the Council to reply 
to the Soviet Union’s latest attack on the United 
States which recently have been coming at the rate 
of one a day. It is an all too typical Soviet 
Communist offering and uses the stale, old- 
fashioned phrases which Soviet Communists have 
been using for generations. 

For example, it refers to what it calls American 
monopolies. Yet it is an undisputed fact that 
monopoly has been against the law in the United 
States for more than fifty years and our anti- 
monopoly laws are vigorously enforced by our 
Department of Justice. 

Indeed, I might say parenthetically that the 
Soviet Union consists of monopolies of all kinds, 
dealing with all forms of activity. Indeed, it in 
itself is a huge monopoly. 

The only interesting thing, Mr. President, about 


the Soviet speech is what it left out, which is the: 


desire of the United States, expressed many times 
by me in the last few days, to withdraw from 
Lebanon as soon as the United Nations can take 
over. Now, that is the important thing and that 
is what he did not talk about. 

Inclusion of this statement in Mr. Sobolev’s 
speech would, I realize, have been bad propaganda 
from the Soviet viewpoint. But it is the truth 
nonetheless, and some day the Soviet Union will 
learn that the truth is the best propaganda, that 
in the end the truth is mighty and will prevail. 

Now, Mr. President, I would like to make the 
formal motion that the United States resolution 
be given priority over the Soviet resolution at 
whatever time the voting may commence, whether 
today or tomorrow. 


FIRST STATEMENT OF JULY 18 


U.S./U.N. press release 2965 


At the Council session last night, the repre- 
sentative of Iraq raised a question concerning the 
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withdrawal of United States forces from Lebanon 
in the event that this was desired by the Govern- 
ment of Lebanon. 

I wish to respond to this question now. 

Our assurances on the question raised by the 
representative of Iraq have been categorically 
clear in my previous statements on this point. 
The answer to Dr. Abbas is definitely in the 
affirmative. Forces of the United States now in 
Lebanon at the specific request of the lawfully 
constituted Government of Lebanon would not re- 
main if their withdrawal is requested by that 
Government. 


SECOND STATEMENT OF JULY 18 


U.S./U.N. press release 2966 

This morning the distinguished representative 
of the United Arab Republic charged the United 
States Government with aggressive intent in ap- 
proaching his Government to discuss events in 
Lebanon. I would like to give the facts. 

The United States has never been reluctant to 
engage in discussions with the United Arab Re- 
public on problems of mutual concern. It should 
be news to no one that the United States carries 
on discussions of this character as a normal diplo- 
matic practice with states in every area of the 
world. 

farlier this week our Ambassador in Cairo 
[Raymond A. Hare] was instructed to discuss the 
United States role in Lebanon with the appro- 
priate authorities of the United Arab Republic. 
He made an oral approach which included the 
following points, all of which are identical with 
points which I have made repeatedly in the Secu- 
rity Council. 

First, the United States, in extending assistance 
to Lebanon at its request, acted to help preserve 
the independence and integrity of Lebanon and 
to protect American citizens there. We had no 
other purposes whatsoever, and, as I have made 
plain here repeatedly, we desire to withdraw our 
forces as soon as circumstances permit. 

Second, United States forces did not go to Leb- 
anon to engage in hostilities. We were seeking, 
as we did in 1956, to preserve the integrity and 
independence of a state which was threatened 
from outside. In the circumstances we could not 
fail to respond to a plea for assistance from a 
small country, particularly in light of the brutal 
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overthrow of the legal government of its neighbor 
Traq. 

Third, we hope to complete our military assist- 
ance to Lebanon in a way which will not adversely 
affect our relations with other states, including the 
United Arab Republic. At the same time, it must 
be recognized that any attack on United States 
forces by military units of the United Arab Re- 
public or under United Arab Republic control 
could involve grave consequences seriously im- 
pairing our relations. 

This is what our Ambassador told the authori- 
ties of the United Arab Republic. I am confident 
that the distinguished representative of the 
United Arab Republic was not correctly informed 
when he made his remark in the Security Council 
this morning. 


THIRD STATEMENT OF JULY 18 


U.S./U.N. press release 2967 

The veto by the Soviet Union of the United 
States resolution is deeply regrettable. Once 
again the Security Council has been frustrated 
in its effort to mitigate the present threat to the 
peace of the world. 

But I would like to emphasize that nine nations 
have voted for the resolution. This is an endorse- 
ment which shows the true opinion of the Council 
and which is bound to impress world opinion. 

The United States believes that: all available 
United Nations remedies must be exhausted. As 
the President of the United States stated on 
July 15: 

The United States will support in the United Nations 
measures which seem to be adequate to meet the new 
situation and which will enable the United States forces 
promptly to be withdrawn from Lebanon. 

Our purpose in this respect will not be thwarted 
merely by a veto in the Security Council by the 
Soviet Union. To this end I present on behalf 
of the United States Government the following 


resolution : ™ 


“U.N. doc. 8/4056. The U.S. delegation withheld this 
resolution from vote when it became known that the Japa- 
nese delegation was preparing to present a resolution 
requesting the Secretary-General “to make arrangements 
forthwith for such measures as he may consider neces- 
sary ... and which will... serve to ensure the terri- 
torial integrity and political independence of Lebanon, 
so as to make possible the withdrawal of United States 


forces from Lebanon” (see p. 199). 
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The Security Council, 

Having considered the “Complaint by Lebanon in re- 
spect of a situation arising from the intervention of the 
United Arab Republic in the internal affairs of Lebanon, 
the continuance of which is likely to endanger the mainte- 
nance of international peace and security”, 

Taking into account that the lack of unanimity of its 
permanent members at the 834th meeting of the Security 
Council has prevented it from exercising its primary re- 
sponsibility for the maintenance of international peace 
and security, 

Decides to call an emergency special session of the 
General Assembly, as provided in General Assembly 
resolution 377 (V), in order to make appropriate rec- 
ommendations concerning the Lebanon complaint. 

I would like to add that I have been advised 
that the representative of Japan—in fact, he has 
publicly stated that he intends to introduce an- 
other resolution in the Security Council. In the 
light of this, I am willing to withhold my motion 
in order to permit him to do so, as of course we 
must first do everything possible to take action in 
the Security Council. 


STATEMENT OF JULY 19 


U.S./U.N. press release 2968 

In a press statement yesterday I inadvertently 
attributed to the representative of the United 
Arab Republic a statement that he had charged 
the United States with “aggressive intent.” On 
reading the record I find that he did not make 
such a statement. He said: “The threat inherent 
in this position of the United States, supported by 
the United Kingdom, is fraught with grave con- 
sequences.” I regret the error. 


FIRST STATEMENT OF JULY 21 


U.S./U.N. press release 2970 

When the United States responded to the re- 
quest for assistance from the Government of Leb- 
anon, President Eisenhower made it clear that our 
forces had gone to Lebanon for the purpose of 
helping the Government stabilize the situation 
brought on by threats from the outside and to 
protect United States citizens in Lebanon. He 
made it clear that United States forces would 
remain in Lebanon only until such time as the 
United Nations could take the steps necessary to 
protect the political independence and integrity 


of Lebanon. 
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In recent meetings the Security Council has 
sought to find ways in which the United Nations 
could take effective action in Lebanon which 
would allow the United States forces to be with- 
drawn. We all know why our efforts so far have 
been unsuccessful. 

The resolution now before us,” introduced by 
the delegation of Japan, is a constructive proposal 
which would help the United Nations, acting 
through the Secretary-General, to carry out its 
responsibilities for the preservation of peace and 
security and to help protect the territorial integ- 
rity and independence of Lebanon. 

We believe it represents the indispensable mini- 
mum action which the United Nations should take 
in Lebanon at this time. 

It could lead to conditions which would make 
possible the withdrawal of United States forces 
from Lebanon. 


SECOND STATEMENT OF JULY 21 


U.S./U.N. press release 2971 

Recent press reports mentioned today in the 
Security Council indicate that Dr. Fadhil al- 
Jamali of Iraq was not killed during the period 
of violence in Baghdad on July 14 in which a 
number of Government leaders lost their lives. 
No one will be happier than I if it turns out that 
I was misinformed and that Dr. Jamali is actually 
not only alive but also in good health. 


TEXT OF U.S. DRAFT RESOLUTION 


U.N. doc. 8/4050/Rev. 1 


The Security Council, 

Recalling its resolution of 11 June 1958 establishing 
an Observation Group “to insure that there is no illegal 
infiltration of personnel or supply of arms or other ma- 
teriel across the Lebanese borders”, 

Commending the efforts of the Secretary-General and 
noting with satisfaction the progress made to date and 
the encouraging achievements reported by the United 
Nations Observation Group in Lebanon, 


*U.N. doc. 8/4055/Rev. 1. 
*On July 22 the Soviet Union vetoed the Japanese 


draft resolution. The Council then adjourned sine die. 
“Vetoed by the Soviet Union on July 18. The vote 
was 9 to 1 (U.S.S.R.) with 1 abstention (Sweden). 
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Recalling that the “Essentials of Peace” resolution of 
the General Assembly of 1 December 1949 calls upon 
States to “refrain from any threats or acts, direct or 
indirect, aimed at impairing the freedom, independence 
or integrity of any State, or at fomenting civil strife and 
subverting the will of the people in any State”, 

Recalling that the “Peace Through Deeds” resolution 
of the General Assembly of 18 November 1950 condemned 
“intervention of a State in the internal affairs of another 
State for the purpose of changing its legally established 
government by the threat or use of force” and solemnly 
reaffirms that “whatever weapons used, any aggression, 
whether committed openly, or by fomenting civil strife 
in the interest of a foreign Power, or otherwise, is the 
gravest of all crimes against peace and security through- 
out the world”, 

Noting the statement of the representative of Lebanon 
that infiltration of arms and personnel is continuing and 
the territorial integrity and independence of Lebanon 
are being threatened, that the Government of Lebanon in 
the exercise of the right of self-defence had temporarily 
requested direct assistance of friendly countries, and 
that the Government of Lebanon requested further assist- 
ance from the Security Council to uphold its integrity and 
independence, 

Noting the statement of the representative of the 
United States regarding the provision of assistance by the 
United States to the Government of Lebanon at its re- 
quest to help maintain the territorial and political in- 
dependence of Lebanon, 

Noting further the statement of the United States 
representative that United States forces will remain in 
Lebanon “only until the United Nations itself is able to 
assume the necessary responsibility to ensure the con- 
tinued independence of Lebanon” or the danger is other- 
wise terminated, 

1. Invites the United Nations Observation Group in 
Lebanon to continue to develop its activities pursuant to 
the Security Council resolution of 11 June 1958; 

2. Requests the Secretary-General immediately to con- 
sult the Government of Lebanon and other Member States 
as appropriate with a view to making arrangements for 
additional measures, including the contribution and use 
of contingents, as may be necessary to protect the terri- 
torial integrity and independence of Lebanon and to en- 
sure that there is no illegal infiltration of personnel or 
supply of arms or other materiel across the Lebanese 
borders ; 

8. Calls upon all Governments concerned to co-operate 
fully in the implementation of this resolution ; 

4. Calls for the immediate cessation of all illegal infil- 
tration of personnel or supply of arms or other materiel 
across the Lebanese borders, as well as attacks upon the 
Government of Lebanon by government-controlled radio 
and other information media calculated to stimulate dis- 
orders; 

5. Requests the Secretary-General to report 
Security Council as appropriate. 


to the 
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TEXT OF JAPANESE DRAFT RESOLUTION © 


U.N. doc. S/4055/Reyv. 1 

The Security Council, 

Having further heard the charges of the representative 
of Lebanon concerning interference by the United Arab 
Republic in the internal affairs of Lebanon and the reply 
of the representative of the United Arab Republic, 

1. Requests the Secretary-General to make arrange- 
ments forthwith for such measures, in addition to those 
envisaged by the resolution of 11 June 1958, as he may 
consider necessary in the light of the present circum- 
Stances, with a view to enabling the United Nations to 
fulfill the general purposes established in that resolution, 
and which will, in accordance with the Charter, serve to 
ensure the territorial integrity and political independence 
of Lebanon, so as to make possible the withdrawal of 
United States forces from Lebanon ; 

2. Requests the Secretary-General to report to the Secu- 
rity Council on the arrangements made; 

3. Calis upon the Governments concerned to co-operate 
fully in the implementation of this resolution. 


Planes Chartered To Evacuate 
Americans From Iraq 


Press release 413 dated July 19 

In view of the unsettled conditions in the Mid- 
dle East and the disruption of some transporta- 
tion facilities, particularly in Iraq, the Depart- 
ment of State has chartered four commercial 
aircraft to provide transportation for Americans 
who wish to leave Iraq now. ‘These aircraft, 
which are now in Ankara, Turkey, have been 
made available to the U.S. Ambassador in Bagh- 
dad to provide transportation from Iraq for those 
Americans desiring to avail themselves of these 
facilities. The U.S. Ambassador has approached 
the local authorities in Baghdad and has received 
assurances that they will honor their promise to 
protect American lives and property. Assurances 
have also been given that those Americans wish- 

* Vetoed by the Soviet Union on July 22. The vote was 
10 to1 (U.S.S.R.). 
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ing to leave Iraq will be allowed to depart freely 
and that all necessary precautions shall be taken 
to assure safe departure. 


State Department Advises Americans 
Against Travel in Middle East 


Press release 402 dated July 15 


In view of the implications of the situation in 
regard to personal safety and security of U.S. 
citizens now obtaining in the Middle East, the 
State Department is instructing its overseas posts 
and the Passport Office to alert American tourists 
and others who may be traveling in or through 
the Middle East of the situation there and to 
advise them against such travel, particularly to 
Lebanon and Iraq, unless imperative. 


Letters of Credence 
Chile 


The newly appointed Ambassador of Chile, 
José Serrano Palma, presented his credentials to 
President Eisenhower on July 16. For texts of 
the Ambassador’s remarks and the President’s 
reply, see Department of State press release 407. 
Costa Rica 

The newly appointed Ambassador of Costa 
Rica, Manuel G. Escalante Duran, presented his 
credentials to President Eisenhower on July 16. 
For texts of the Ambassador’s remarks and the 
President’s reply, see Department of State press 
release 408. 

Sweden 

The newly appointed Ambassador of Sweden, 
yunnar Valfrid Jarring, presented his credentials 
to President Eisenhower on July 17. For texts 
of the Ambassador’s remarks and the President’s 
reply, see Department of State press release 410. 





President Eisenhower Replies to Soviet Letter on Expansion 
of Peaceful Trade Between U.S. and Soviet Union 


Following is an exchange of correspondence be- 
tween President Eisenhower and Nikita Khrush- 
chev, Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. 


THE PRESIDENT TO PREMIER KHRUSHCHEV 


White House press release dated July 14 
JuLy 14, 1958 


Dear Mr. Cuarrman: I have read with interest 
your letter of June 2, 1958, proposing a consider- 
able increase in U.S.-Soviet trade. As I made 
clear at the Geneva Conference of Heads of Gov- 
ernment in 19551 and more recently in my letter 
of January 12, 1958 to Premier Bulganin,? the 
United States favors the expansion of peaceful 
trade with the Soviet Union. Expanded trade 
between our countries could, under certain condi- 
tions, be of mutual benefit and serve to improve 
our relations in general. This would especially 
be true if it were accompanied by broad contacts 
between our peoples and a fuller exchange of in- 
formation and ideas aimed at promoting mutual 
understanding as a basis for lasting peace. 

Americans believe that the economic welfare of 
each contributes to the economic welfare of all. 
Therefore they cannot but welcome the emphasis 
you place in your letter on striving to expand the 
supply of consumers goods and housing available 
to the Soviet people. Our people have done a 
great deal in recent years to promote higher 
standards of living through expanded trade with 
many countries. They would like to trade with 
the Soviet Union as well, for the same purpose. 


? BULLETIN of Aug. 1, 1955, p. 171. 
? Tbid., Jan. 27, 1958, p. 122. 
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As you know, United States export and import 
trade is carried on by individual firms and not 
under governmental auspices. There is no need, 
therefore, to formalize relations between United 
States firms and Soviet trade organizations. So- 
viet trade organizations are free right now, with- 
out any need for special action by the United 
States Government, to develop a larger volume of 
trade with firms in this country. They may not 
be taking advantage of all available possibilities. 
In recent years, United States firms have bought 
far more from Soviet trade organizations than the 
latter have purchased from the United States. 
Furthermore, many of the more important Soviet 
trade items mentioned in your letter are accorded 
duty-free entry into the United States. Thus, the 
situation favors the expansion of Soviet purchases 
in this country. While the extension of long-term 
credits for Soviet purchases in the United States 
would raise complex legal and political questions, 
the normal commercial credit terms presently 
available to Soviet trade organizations permit the 
further expansion of trade between our two 
countries. 

I am asking the Department of State to exam- 
ine the specific proposals contained in your letter 
and to communicate further with your govern- 
ment. 

Sincerely, 
Dwicit D. EtsenHOWER 


PREMIER KHRUSHCHEV TO THE PRESIDENT 


Official translation 


DeEAR MR. PRESIDENT: I am addressing this letter to 
you in order to take up once again the question concern- 
ing which there has recently been a certain exchange 
of opinions between the Governments of our two coun- 
tries and to which the Soviet Government attaches very 


Department of State Bulletin 





great importance, namely, the question of the ways and 
means to improve and develop the relations between the 
Soviet Union and the United States of America. I must 
say that, in my opinion, there are great and so far un- 
used opportunities to solve this problem. 

The Soviet-American agreement on exchanges in cul- 
tural, technical, and educational fields that was signed 
recently * was, in our opinion, a good practical step to- 
ward a rapprochement between our two countries. It is 
comforting to see that the conclusion of this agreement 
has met with the approval of large elements of the pub- 
lic both in the USSR and in the USA, as well as in other 
countries. I believe that it has met with such a recep- 
tion primarily because peoples saw in this agreement 
concrete proof of the fact that Soviet-American relations 
can really improve, which makes it possible to hope also 
for a general improvement in the present unstable and 
troubled international situation. 

If we want to justify these hopes of many millions of 
people, we should exert joint efforts both in finding a 
peaceful and concerted solution to urgent, common in- 
ternational problems, which, we are convinced, can be 
furthered by a meeting at the highest level of top gov- 
ernment officials as proposed by the Soviet Union, and 
in further developing direct relations between the Soviet 
Union and the United States of America. 

In considering possible further steps in this direction, 
the Soviet Government has come to the conclusion that 
the existing conditions permit taking important and far- 
reaching steps to develop trade relations between the 
USSR and the United States which will be of great mu- 
tual benefit to both our countries and will further the 
cause of world peace. 

There is no need to dwell on the usefulness of develop- 
ing economic and, above all, trade relations between 
countries. The importance of such relations is obvious 
and it has been repeatedly emphasized by government 
officials both of the USSR and the USA. We remember, 
for instance, the words of the late Secretary of State of 
the United States, Cordell Hull, to the effect that “com- 
merce and association may be the antidote for war.” 
You, I believe, will agree that now, in particular, as 
perhaps never before, the world is in need of such an 
antidote. 

Extensive trade between the Soviet Union and the 
United States of America is nothing new for our coun- 
tries. After all, there have been periods when economic 
relations expanded very successfully to the advantage of 
both sides. However, during the past ten years trade 
between the Soviet Union and the United States of Amer- 
ica not only failed to attain further development, but, on 
the contrary, decreased to a negligible level for reasons 
beyond the control of the USSR. The United States of 
America is now the only great power that has no trade 
agreement with the Soviet Union. Individual trade 
transactions concluded between American firms and 
Soviet organizations for foreign trade are very insignifi- 
eant and in no way correspond to the economic potentials 
of the two countries. 


’ For text, see ibid., Feb. 17, 1958, p. 243. 
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It appears to us that the time has come for the Gov- 
ernments of the USSR and the USA to take concerted 
action for improving and widely developing Soviet-Ameri- 
can trade relations and that such action on the part of 
our Governments would satisfy the mutual interest of 
both States and would be favorably received by the 
peoples of our countries. 

Motivated by the sincere desire to improve relations 
between our countries, the Government of the Soviet 
Union proposes to the Government of the United States 
of America that they jointly take resolute steps to ex- 
pand trade between them. 

The Soviet Union and the United States of America, as 
the two strongest powers from the economic standpoint, 
can engage in trade with each other on a large scale. 
During the last decade, the United States has consider- 
ably expanded its production facilities and it is natural 
for American business circles to be interested in a sub- 
stantial expansion of foreign trade. At the same time, 
the Soviet Union, at its present high level of economic 
development, now has immeasurably greater possibilities 
and resources for trade with other countries, including 
the United States, than ever before. 

I should like, Mr. President, to emphasize particularly 
that the Soviet Government, in advancing its proposal 
for the expansion of Soviet-American trade, by no means 
has in mind armaments or plant equipment for military 
production. 

The Soviet Union is now engaged in carrying out a new 
and extensive program for a further increase in the pro- 
duction of consumer goods. Along with an increase in 
the output of products made of natural raw materials, 
this program provides for considerable expansion of 
the production of synthetic materials—fibers, plastics, 
leather, furs, and finished articles made thereof. This 
program pursues exclusively peaceful purposes and is 
directed toward further improving the prosperity of the 
population. 

The Soviet Union has all the possibilities and its own 
resources for carrying out this program successfully. 
However, in order to expedite this program, the Govern- 
ment of the Soviet Union could make large-scale pur- 
chases of appropriate equipment and materials in the 
United States. Thus, the United States would have the 
opportunity to expand the volume of orders placed with 
its industrial enterprises and increase the employment of 
its population, while the USSR would be able to expedite 
still further its program for the production of consumer 
goods. 

In the opinion of the Soviet Government, cooperation 
between our countries in the field of the production of 
synthetic materials and finished articles thereof could 
be developed along the following lines: 


Purchases by the Soviet Union of industrial equipment 
in the United States, including complete equipment for 
plants and factories ; 

Conclusion of agreements with firms for obtaining 
licenses in individual cases, for inviting American special- 
ists to work in Soviet enterprises as consultants on the 
production of certain synthetic materials, and for ac- 
quainting Soviet specialists with the production of these 
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materials and finished articles thereof. The Soviet Union, 
for its part, is prepared to make it possible for American 
specialists to learn about the achievements of the USSR 
in this field ; 

Organization of meetings of American and Soviet 
scientists and specialists for discussing problems of pro- 
duction of synthetic materials, organization of exhibits 
of samples of materials, products made from them, etc.; 

Mutual participation of Soviet scientists in the work of 
scientific research institutions of the USA, and of Ameri- 
can scientists in the work of scientific research institu- 
tions of the USSR, both with a view to exchanging 
experience and also to developing jointly new types of 
synthetic materials and technological processes. 


At the same time the Soviet Union could propose a 
broad program for placing orders in the USA also for 
other types of equipment for the production of consumer 
goods, and for housing and public construction. Orders 
could be placed for refrigeration equipment; installations 
for air conditioning; equipment for the cellulose, paper, 
and wood-processing industries, the textile, leather-foot- 
wear, and food industries; television equipment ; equip- 
ment for the manufacture of packing materials; packing, 
packaging, and automatic vending machines; pumps and 
compressors; machinery for the mining industry, for 
the manufacture of building materials and the mechani- 
zation of construction; hoisting, transporting, and other 
equipment. 

In addition to this, big orders could be placed for a 
number of industrial materials and finished products, in- 
cluding orders for equipment for rolling ferrous metals, 
pipes for city gas lines, various chemical products, med- 
ical equipment, medicines, and certain consumer goods. 

The Soviet Government assumes that purchases of 
equipment and various materials in the USA under the 
corresponding agreement on the part of both sides might 
amount to several billion dollars in the next few years. 

Naturally, there arises the question of payments for 
such large purchases of American goods. The Soviet 
Union is able to pay for its purchases through the de- 
livery of Soviet goods which are of interest to the USA, 
and among such goods we might mention manganese and 
chromium ores, ferrous alloys, platinum, palladium, as- 
bestos, potassium salts, lumber, cellulose and paper 
products, certain chemical products, furs, and other 
goods. If American firms manifest an interest, the 
Soviet Union could also consider the question of de- 
veloping the extraction of iron ore for delivery to the 
USA. At the same time the Soviet Union could propose 
to the USA a number of types of modern machinery and 
equipment which could be of interest to American firms. 

We realize that the break in commercial relations be- 
tween our two countries has created certain difficulties in 
renewing American purchases of Soviet goods in con- 
siderable dimensions within a short period of time. Ap- 
parently this would require a certain amount of time. 
On the other hand, American firms are interested in ob- 
taining orders now. If this is the case, we are prepared 
in the next few years to purchase more American goods 
than we sell of ours. 

In this connection, in particular, the question arises 
concerning possible payments in installments and making 
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available long-term credits on normal terms and con- 
ditions. 

Of course, it is possible to begin the development of 
commerce on the basis of reciprocal deliveries, but 
because of the circumstances stated above, credit and 
payments in installments might create conditions for 
considerably larger immediate Soviet orders and pur- 
chases in the USA. 

It is also obvious that the development of trade be- 
tween the USSR and the USA will require the creation 
of the requisite contractual and legal basis. The ques- 
tion of creating such a basis, as well as that of imple- 
menting a program for purchases of American goods and 
deliveries of Soviet goods, and also payments for them, 
could, provided the Government of the USA consents, be 
subject to intergovernmental negotiation. The reaching 
of an agreement on these problems would create favor- 
able conditions for extensive trade operations between 
the American and Soviet organizations concerned. 

We also believe that the successful development of 
Soviet-American trade would be an effective contribution 
to the general revival of international trade. This would 
be a good example for the normalization and expansion 
of economic ties of other countries. From such a course 
of events everyone would gain, including the USA, which 
might receive big and profitable orders not only from the 
Soviet Union but also from many other countries. 

Such, Mr. President, are the considerations of the Soviet 
Government concerning the possibilities of developing 
trade between the USA and the Soviet Union. We hope 
that the Government of the USA will consider with due 
attention the proposals set forth in this letter. A positive 
solution of the question of Soviet-American trade would 
also be an important step toward a rapprochement between 
our two countries. 

With sincere respect, 


N. KHRUSHCHEY, 
Chairman of the Council of Ministers 
of the Union of SSR 


June 2, 1958 


His Excellency 
Dwicut D. EISENHOWER, 
President of the United Stutes of America, 
Washington, D. C. 


U.S. Protests Soviet Attacks 
on Unarmed Transport Plane 


U.S. Note! 
Press release 399 dated July 11 


The Department of State acknowledges the 
receipt of note No. 38/OSA of the Soviet Govern- 


1 Handed to Soviet Ambassador Mikhail A. Menshikov 
at Washington on July 11 by Deputy Under Secretary 


Murphy. 
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ment handed to Ambassador Thompson on July 
4, 1958 concerning the United States C-118 trans- 
port aircraft which was shot down in Soviet 
territory on June 27, 1958? 

The Soviet Government has charged that the 
violation of the Soviet frontier by the United 
States transport was intentional and of premedi- 
tated character. The United States emphatically 
and categorically denies that an intentional, pre- 
meditated violation occurred. To suggest that a 
slow, four-engine, propellor-type, unarmed air- 
craft would attempt to violate a heavily-defended 
foreign area is preposterous. 

The facts already determined by investigation 
are these: 

An unarmed C-118 transport-type aircraft, 
while on a routine flight on the established com- 
mercial air route to Tehran inadvertently crossed 
the Soviet frontier near Yerevan owing to cir- 
cumstances beyond its control. Following inter- 
ception by Soviet fighter aircraft which fired a 
burst off the wing of the United States transport, 
the American aircraft lowered its landing gear, 
indicating innocent intent. In spite of this action, 
the Soviet fighters shot directly at the transport 
setting it afire. After five of the crew had para- 
chuted from the transport, the four remaining 
crew members, whose exit was prevented by fire, 
endeavored to land the transport. The Soviet 
fighters made no attempt to point out a safe land- 
ing area to the burning aircraft. While the C-118 
was on its final approach to an emergency land- 
ing, the Soviet fighters made another firing run 
on the crippled transport. Certain members of 
the crew were brutally mistreated by the popu- 
lace upon landing. 

Although the American airmen were held in 
Soviet custody for ten days, and despite the re- 
quest for detailed information submitted to the 
Soviet authorities by the American Embassy in 
Moscow, the full circumstances surrounding the 
incident have never been communicated by the 
Soviet Government to the United States Govern- 
ment nor were American authorities given access 
to members of the crew. 


* For background, see BULLETIN of July 28, 1958, p. 146. 
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The United States Government protests the 
attacks on the unarmed transport. 

The United States Government protests the 
failure of the Soviet Government to inform im- 
mediately United States authorities of all per- 
tinent information concerning the incident or to 
permit United States representatives access to the 
crew members involved. 

The United States Government expects that 
those guilty of the attacks on the plane will be 
punished in a degree commensurate with their 
offense. 

Pending the completion of a full investigation 
of this incident, the United States Government 
reserves its rights to full compensation to the 
United States and its nationals for the injuries 
suffered. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 

Washington, D.C., July 11, 1958. 


Soviet Note * 
Note No. 88/OSA 
Official translation 


In connection with the aide memoire of the Govern- 
ment of the USA dated June 30, 1958, the Government of 
the USSR considers it necessary to state the following: 

The Soviet Government affirms its note of June 28 
of this year in which are set forth indisputable facts 
of the violation on June 27 of this year by an American 
military plane of the state frontier of the USSR south 
of the city of Yerevan. The premeditated character of 
this violation of the Soviet state frontier by this mili- 
tary plane of the USA is evidenced, in particular, by the 
fact that the violator plane did not obey the demand 
of the Soviet fighters to land at the nearest airdrome 
but began to go away in the direction of the frontier 
of the USSR. 

The Government of the USSR takes note of the regret 
expressed in the aide memoire of the Government of 
the USA in connection with this violation by an Ameri- 
can military airplane of the state frontier of the USSR 
and expects that urgent and effective measures will be 
taken by the Government of the USA to prevent similar 
violations in the future. 


Moscow, July 4 
®’ Handed to American Ambassador Llewellyn E. Thomp- 


son at Moscow on July 4 by Soviet First Deputy Minister 
of Foreign Affairs V. V. Kuznetsov. 





President Eisenhower’s Visit to Canada 


President Eisenhower and Secretary Dulles 
made an informal visit to Canada July 8-11, Fol- 
lowing is the text of an address made by the Pres- 
ident before a joint session of the Canadian 
Houses of Parliament on July 9, together with 
two statements on defense released at Ottawa 
by Mr. Eisenhower and Prime Minister John Die- 
fenbaker at the conclusion of their talks and a 
joint statement on export policies issued following 
a meeting between Secretary Dulles and the 
Canadian Secretary of State for External Affairs, 
Sydney Smith. 


ADDRESS BY PRESIDENT EISENHOWER, JULY 9 


White House press release dated July 9 


Mr. Speaker of the Senate, Mr. Speaker of the 
House, Mr. Prime Minister, Members of the 
Canadian Houses of Parliament, distinguished 
guests and friends: 

As I begin, may I be permitted to speak a few 
words in my halting French to my French friends 
of Canada? The Prime Minister did this with 
great courage. I assure you I do it in abject fear. 

Ici, au Canada, vous avez démonstré que les 
rapports entre les peuples libres ne sont pas 
affaiblis par des différences de langue et de fagon 
de parler, Il doit en étre ainsi pour toutes les 
nations du monde libre. Le fait que nous nous ex- 
primons en des langues et des accents différents ne 
doit pas affaiblir notre lutte pour une paix juste et 
durable. Une tradition trés grande et trés riche 
sest établie dans tout le Canada au service de 
cette tache si noble. La consécration de votre 
pays dans ce but a été solide et constante. Vous 


avez donné un exemple a tous les hommes libres. 


[ Here, in Canada, you have demonstrated that 
differences in speech and manners of expression 
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need not impair communications among a free 
people. So it must be among all nations of the 
free world. Though we may speak in different 
tongues and accents, that fact does not weaken our 
determination to work for a just and lasting 
peace. All of Canada has a great and rich tradi- 
tion in the service of this high purpose. Her 
dedication to it has been stanch and persevering. 
Her example encourages free men everywhere. | 

Mr. Prime Minister, I want you to know 
of my deep personal appreciation of the warmth 
of the welcome you have extended to me and of 
the generosity of the remarks that you have just 
delivered concerning me. Along that same line, 
I should like to express my very great apprecia- 
tion of the warmth of the welcome that Mrs. 
Eisenhower and I have experienced throughout 
the city, along its streets, and in every meeting 
in which we have a part. We are truly grateful. 

This is my fourth visit to your beautiful capital. 
I recall well when your gracious Queen came to 
Washington from Ottawa we spoke together of 
the beauty of this city and of the greatness of 
Canada. 

It is good to return—to see old friends and to 
make new ones. 

I came here first in 1946 to congratulate the 
Canadian people on the brilliant role played by 
the Canadian forces that you placed under my 
command in the World War which had then re- 
cently ended in victory. 

My next visit was made as Commander of 
NATO forces in Europe. In 1953 I returned as 
President and talked in this House of some aspects 
of the relationship between our two countries.’ 

I then spoke of the Saint Lawrence Seaway in 
prospective terms. Today it is near completion, 
and next year it will be open. This is truly a 
great joint accomplishment. It will open up im- 


* BULLETIN of Nov. 30, 1953, p. 735. 
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portant regions of both Canada and the United 
States to ocean traffic. It will ever stand as a 
monument to what can be achieved by the com- 
mon effort of two sovereign nations. 

On that same occasion I spoke of the need to 
devise ways to protect our North America from 
any surprise attack. Since then we have made 
great strides. The Distant Early Warning 
(DEW) Line has been built and placed in oper- 
ation. In the process of its construction I am 
sure much has been learned which will contribute 
to the more rapid development of the northern 
reaches of Canada and of our new State, Alaska. 

Last month an agreement was concluded be- 
tween our two Governments to establish a com- 
bined air defense headquarters for this continent.’ 
We have also—both of us—striven, as we will con- 
tinue to strive, for the Soviet Union’s agreement 
to a system of inspection to protect against sur- 
prise attack through the Arctic. Recent Soviet 
communications have strengthened the hope that 
they will come to see that by such a system any 
basis for their professed fears of an attack across 
the Pole will be removed. For Canada and for 
the United States such a system in operation would 
add measurably to our security against a sudden 
attack, Possibly it might also pave the way for 
still further measures of arms control and permit 
some reduction of the burden and danger of mod- 
erm armaments. 

Both of these developments, the Seaway—a 
broadened, deepened road for peaceful com- 
merce—and the strengthening of our common de- 
fense of this continent strikingly illustrate two 
things. 

The first is that change is the law of life and 
of relations between nations. When two great 
peoples such as ours, energetic and optimistic, 
live side by side in all the diversity that freedom 
offers, change is rapid and brings in its wake 
problems, sometimes frictions. 

The second lesson that I see in these common 
achievements in diverse fields is that by mutual 
respect, understanding, and with good will we 
can find acceptable solutions to any problems 
which exist or may arise between us. 

It is important to remember this. Such differ- 
ences as are from time to time expressed never 
affect the similarity of purpose which binds our 
two countries together. 


2 Tbid., June 9, 1958, p. 979. 
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Of course, each of us possesses a distinctive na- 
tional character and history. You won your in- 
dependence by evolution, the United States by 
revolution. Our forms of government—though 
both cast in the democratic pattern—are greatly 
different. Indeed, sometimes it appears that 
many of our misunderstandings spring from an 
imperfect knowledge on the part of both of us of 
the dissimilarities in our forms of government. 

And yet, despite these dissimilarities in form, 
our two Governments are developing and are in- 
creasingly using effective ways to consult and act 
together. This we do to meet the problems that 
confront us in our relations with each other and 
in the relations of both with all other nations of 
the world. 


Similarity in Basic Beliefs 


We share the basic belief that only under free 
institutions, with government the servant and not 
the master, can the individual secure his life, his 
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. We are 
both determined to frame and follow policies 
which safeguard the lives and homes of our peo- 
ple, their peace of mind, their material well-being, 
and, above all things, their ideals. True to these 
ideals, both of our countries, for example, are 
determined that the great . ‘isions of peace and 
war will remain always under civilian control. 

Moreover, we both recognize a design of aggres- 
imperialism which threatens 
every free nation. Both of us face a military 
threat and political attack. Our system of free 
enterprise is challenged throughout the world by 
a state-directed, state-controlled economic system. 
Indeed, my friends, this could well be the area in 
which the competition will be most bitter and 
most decisive between the free world and Com- 
We must never allow our- 


sive Communist 


munist imperialism. 
selves to become so preoccupied with any differ- 
ences between our two nations that we lose sight 
of the transcendent importance of free-world 
cooperation in the winning of the global struggle. 

Now, acting in accordance with our common 
dedication, the two of us, with others, have drawn 
together in collective-security arrangements. The 
most notable of these is the North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization, in which both Canada and_ the 
United States are equal partners. We are both 
determined to maintain what George Washington 
described as “a respectable military posture.” We 
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are equally determined to maintain our institu- 
tions in good repair and to insure that our own 
economies function well. 

Thus we seek not only to meet the expanding 
needs of our people but also to set an example of 
free men’s accomplishments which will encourage 
and attract those less fortunate. And, finally, 
we are agreed that we shall never cease striving 
for a just and lasting peace to be achieved by ne- 
gotiation with those who challenge us. We over- 
look no opportunity to settle the issues which di- 
vide the world and under safeguarded conditions 
to reduce the burden of armaments. 


U. S.-Canadian Problems 

Now, against this background of similarity in 
basic factors and policy, let me now point to 
some of the matters which it seems to me are 
troublesome between us. Among some examples 
are the surplus-wheat disposal policies of the 
United States, the imbalance in our mutual trade, 
certain aspects of United States private invest- 
ment in Canada, and Canadian fears of a trend 
in the United States away from forward-looking 
policies in the field of trade. 

I am sure you agree that we should talk frankly 
to each other. Frankness, in good spirit, is a 
measure of friendship. It should be the practice, 
I believe, on both sides so to speak, when either 
feels that important interests are adversely af- 
fected by actions contemplated or taken by the 
other. Happily, these instances are rare. Now, 
in mentioning today specific problems on which 
we do not see eye to eye, I am doing so as an 
American, expressing an American viewpoint. I 
‘an assure you that your Prime Minister, in dis- 
cussing these problems with my associates and 
me—most loyally and eloquently, I might add— 
expresses the viewpoint of Canada. 

It is my conviction, which I believe he fully 
concurs in, that for all cur present problems and 
all our future ones we will find acceptable solu- 
tions. It will take understanding, common sense, 
and a willingness to give and take on both our 
parts. These qualities we have always found in 
our dealings with Canada. I hope that you have 
not found them lacking in us. 

First, then, in some detail, I would like to com- 
ment briefly on our surplus-wheat disposal poli- 
cies. I think that no one can quarrel with our 
purpose though some of our methods may seem 
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unorthodox by traditional standards. Simply 
stated, our wheat disposal program has three 
aspects. 

In times of local famine or disaster we give 
wheat away. We have also bartered it for stra- 
tegic materials. Finally, we sell wheat for local 
currency to countries which cannot afford to pur- 
chase it commercially. In these cases our policy 
is to lend back to the government in question most 
of the proceeds for local economic development. 
Our intent is not to damage normal commercial 
markets, and in this I think we have been gener- 
ally successful. 

I know that in the past there was criticism of 
certain aspects of these programs and particu- 
larly of our barter arrangements. I believe that 
the basis of these objections has been largely re- 
moved. Increasingly close consultation between 
officials of our two Governments has ironed out 
many misunderstandings respecting our surplus 
disposals. Your Government knows in detail 
what we plan. I assure you that it is our desire 
and intention to keep the doors of consultation al- 
ways and fully open. There must never be a 
final word between friends. 

In several respects, despite inconvenience and 
even occasional damage in the past, Canada stands 
to benefit from our moving some surplus agricul- 
tural commodities into consumption overseas. 
First and most evident of all, many hungry peo- 
ple around the world have had food which they 
otherwise would not have had. Secondly, had 


these products remained in dead storage, they 
would have had a depressing influence on the 


world market and on world prices. Finally, the 
funds which we have been enabled to make avail- 
able to recipient countries should in the long run 
help to raise standards of living, which in turn 
will create enlarged markets for all of us. 

I come next to the question of the imbalance 
of trade between our two countries. You buy 
more from the United States than you sell to us. 
This fact is of concern to many thoughtful 
Canadians. There are a few basic points which 
should be noted in this connection. 

First of all, the United States and Canada are 
not state traders. All the products of industry 
manufactured in the United States and sold to 
customers abroad are sold through the enterprise 
of the private seller. These articles come to you 
here in Canada only because of the desire of the 
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individual Canadian consumer to buy a particular 
piece of merchandise. The United States Gov- 
ernment does not place goods in Canada as part 
of a state-directed program. This aspect of our 
trade with each other is the natural consequence 
of two private-enterprise economies working side 
by side and trading with each other. 

Then we should also remember that the free 
world represents a multilateral trading com- 
munity. To try to balance our books once a 
month or once a year with every nation with 
which we trade would stifle rather than expand 
trade. I assume that Canada is as interested as 
we are in the expansion of world trade rather 
than in its artificial redirection. Both our peo- 
ples want to buy and sell in a climate of economic 
vigor and expansion. An imbalance in trade with 
one country, in such a climate, is usually balanced 
or largely offset by the state of the accounts with 
other trading nations. 

This is the case with Canadian trade. Your ex- 
port deficit to the United States is offset by export 
surpluses to other countries and by the flow of in- 
vestments to Canada. The promotion of healthy 


multilateral trade, as opposed to artificial bilateral 
balancing, is an important objective of the Inter- 
national Monetary Fund and the General Agree- 


ment on Tariffs and Trade, to which both Canada 
and the United States belong. 


Other Side of the Trade Equation 


For a moment I want to address myself as well 
to the other side of the trade equation, namely, 
your exports to the United States. Here you can 
rightly say that, through quotas and tariffs, our 
governmental policies can either expand or restrict 
your opportunities to sell to us. The same is, of 
course, true of actions taken by your Govern- 
ment which can affect the volume of our exports to 
Canada. 

Neither of our countries is a “free trader” in the 
classical economic sense. Each of us feels a re- 
sponsibility to provide some protection to particu- 
lar sectors of our economies which may be in dis- 
tress or are for other reasons deserving of govern- 
mental assistance. We have taken some actions 
of this sort. So has Canada. 

Oil imports into our country contribute a case in 
point. We believe that to insure adequate sup- 
plies of oil in an emergency it is necessary that 
exploration to develop oil reserves be carried for- 
ward with vigor. This means a healthy oil in- 
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dustry to the continent. A healthy domestic oil- 
producing industry is vital to our national se- 
curity. And we recognize that our security and 
yours are inseparable. We have been keenly 
sensitive to that fact in considering the nature of 
the voluntary restrictions on oil imports that have 
been put into effect by oil companies in the United 
States and have minimized their impact on your 
economy. 

Our restrictive action with respect to oil is not 
in any sense reflective of a change in the funda- 
mental trade policy of the United States. Such 
actions must be viewed in perspective. 

For example, since the so-called “escape clause” 
was incorporated in our trade agreements legis- 
lation in 1951, there have come from industry in 
the United States a number of requests for the 
imposition of quotas or higher tariffs. In about 
a dozen cases Presidential approval for some re- 
lief has been granted. In only one of these cases 
was Canada directly affected as an exporter. We 
have always conscientiously sought to take ac- 
count of your interests as well as our own in seek- 
ing the best remedy to these intricate problems. 
I believe that a study of the record will bear out 
the truth of this statement. 

Next, the flow of investment funds from the 
United States into Canada has led to expressions 
of concern on your part. These funds have been 
attracted to your country by the business opportu- 
nities Canada has offered. Though they may 
raise questions in specific cases respecting control 
of an industry by American citizens, these indus- 
tries are, of course, subject to Canadian law. 
Moreover, these investments have helped you to 
develop your resources and to expand your indus- 
trial plant at a far faster rate than could have 
been possible had you relied wholly on your own 
savings. They have thereby helped to provide 
employment, tax revenues, and other direct bene- 
fits. These funds have also helped Canada to fi- 
nance with ease its recent surplus of imports from 
the United States, a fact that is testified to by the 
premium of the Canadian dollar over the United 
States dollar. 

I am confident that, if there are some defects 
in this investment process, ways will be found to 
correct them, because this is the interest of both 
our countries. 

One final word on the foreign trade policy of 
the United States. In 1934 the United States 
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took an historic decision to embark on a positive 
policy of fostering trade with the launching of 
the reciprocal trade agreements program. This 
policy we continue to support and to practice. 
The Government of the United States, after a 
public searching of soul at times of renewal of the 
Trade Agreements Act, has consistently reaffirmed 
this policy. Have no fear that the United States 
will abandon a policy so well established. The 
problems I have been discussing concern our 
economic lives. Our points of economic contact 
are varied and numerous, as they of necessity must 
be under our chosen system of private enterprise. 

Our Governments have a responsibility to help 
compose difficulties, but we must not forget that 
thousands of individual citizens of Canada and 
the United States must themselves find in their 
diversified activities the answers to many of these 
problems. 

Finally, there is no cause to be surprised or 
disturbed to discover that occasionally differences 
arise between us. The distinguishing character 
of the peoples of the free world lies in the fact 
that differences between them can develop, can 
be expressed, and then amicably resolved. 

We in the United States have no more desire 
than you have to seek in our relations with others 
the silent, sullen unity that elsewhere has been 
purchased or imposed. The hallmark of freedom 
is the right to differ as well as the right to agree. 

I have spoken to you in the knowledge that 
through you I address a nation strong in the 
tradition of freedom and vigilant in its defense. 
You and we are alike convinced, by our history, 
by our religious faith, and our common heritage 
of freedom, that economic well-being and political 
liberty both depend upon the efforts of individ- 
uals and on their willingness to accept the respon- 
sibilities of freedom. Today I assure you once 
more of the pride and of the gratification that we 
of the United States feel in our long and friendly 
association with you, our sturdy northern 
neighbor. 

We stand together at a pivotal point in history. 
All that we Canadians and Americans, and those 
who went before us, have built, all that we believe 
in, is challenged as it has never been challenged 
before. The new horizons of competition range 
from the polar areas and extend to the infinity 
of outer space. 

It. is for us—all of us—to bring to the challenge 
a response worthy of ourselves and our two 
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nations. As we do, we shall know the satisfaction 
of having built, in friendship, a safer and ampler 
home here on the earth for this generation and 
those that shall come after us. 

I thank you for your kind attention. 


STATEMENT ON SAFEGUARDS AGAINST SUR- 
PRISE ATTACK, JULY 9 


The President and the Prime Minister discussed 
today questions concerning disarmament and, in 
particular, proposals for safeguards against sur- 
prise attack. This discussion reaffirmed the close- 
ness of the views of the two Governments on a 
suitable approach to these questions. Particu- 
larly they emphasized the great importance which 
both countries attach to a system of control which 
would cover the Arctic and related areas. 

The President and the Prime Minister ex- 
changed views cn the recent letter from Chair- 
man Khrushchev to President Eisenhower with 
reference to expert examination of possible sys- 
tems of supervision and control to prevent sur- 
prise attack. Although they recognized that 
certain aspects of Mr. Khrushchev’s recent letter 
were unacceptable, they were nevertheless encour- 
aged by certain elements of responsiveness to the 
earlier Western proposals on this matter. Mr. 
Diefenbaker indicated Canada’s willingness to 
make a constructive contribution to study of con- 
trol methods, and it was agreed that the experts 
of both countries would work together, and in 
cooperation with those of other free-world coun- 
tries concerned, in study of this problem. 


STATEMENT ON JOINT DEFENSE COMMITTEE, 
JULY 10 


The Prime Minister and the President have 
taken note of the intimate cooperation which 
exists between their two Governments in matters 
relating to continental defense. In furtherance 
of the policy of both Governments that such mat- 
ters shall be subject to civilian decision and guid- 
ance, they have agreed that there will be estab- 
lished a Cabinet Committee to be known as the 
Canada—United States Committee on Joint De- 
fense. This Committee will consist, for Canada, 
of the Secretary of State for External Affairs, the 
Minister of National Defense, and the Minister of 
Finance; and for the United States, of the Secre- 
tary of State, the Secretary of Defense, and the 
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Secretary of the Treasury. Other ministers may 
_ participate on an ad hoc basis as requested by the 
Committee. 

The Committee will consult on matters bearing 
upon the common defense of the North American 
continent which lies within the North Atlantic 
Treaty area. It will, in a supervisory capacity, 
supplement and not supplant existing joint boards 
and committees. 

The Committee will normally meet alternately 
in Washington and Ottawa. The chairman of 
each meeting will be the Secretary of State of the 
country in whose capital the meeting is held. 


STATEMENT ON EXPORT POLICIES, JULY 9 


The Canadian and United States Governments 
have given consideration to situations where the 
export policies and laws of the two countries may 
not be in complete harmony. It has been agreed 
that in these cases there will be full consultations 
between the two Governments with a view to find- 
ing through appropriate procedures satisfactory 
solutions to concrete problems as they arise. 


President Ponce Reaffirms 
U. S.-Ecuadoran Friendship 


The White House on June 28 made public the 
text of the following letter from the President of 
Ecuador to the President of the United States. 

May 13, 1958 

ExceLttency: Permit me to express my thanks 
for the cordial and significant letter of April 22,1 
which was delivered to me personally by His Ex- 
cellency Richard Nixon, Vice President of the 
United States of America, during the gracious 
visit that he has just paid Ecuador. 

I charged Mr. Nixon with conveying to Your 
Excellency my compliments and the assurances of 
my friendship and consideration, which I now 
confirm with best wishes for the increasing great- 
ness of the United States of America and the hap- 
piness of its citizens. May God bless your Re- 
public in its fight to have the [four] freedoms pre- 
vail throughout the world and to preserve the 
dignity and spiritual elevation of the human race. 

Indeed, I think that, as Your Excellency 


*Not printed. 
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stresses, my country enjoys the good fortune of 
freedom in order, of political stability, and of 
peace. However, like nearly all the South Ameri- 
can States, it needs to develop its economy and to 
raise the economic and cultural level of the masses, 
in order to stifle dangerous Communist tempta- 
tions and achieve a way of life that is ever more 
democratic and more firmly institutional. The 
effort my Government has made to stabilize and 
improve the national currency and to assure to 
Ecuador a balanced economic development, thus 
eliminating the risks of inflation, is an exceptional 
case, even though to me it implies foregoing more 
showy modernization projects. 

Kcuador is preparing to receive worthily the 
Representatives of the American States at the 
Eleventh Inter-American Conference, which, as 
Your Excellency says, will strengthen the most 
notable and efficient regional system in the world, 
established to attain peace, justice, and welfare. 
It will spare no effort in promoting America’s ad- 
vancement and is very grateful for Your Excel- 
lency’s concern and for the incentive to make the 
Eleventh Inter-American Conference a complete 
success. 

I hope that Mr. Nixon enjoyed his stay in Quito. 
He had occasion to observe the esteem of the peo- 
ple of Ecuador and to receive sincere tribute as 
an illustrious guest and distinguished executive. 
He will long be remembered among us, and I can 
assure Your Excellency that his mission attained 
the desired goal of friendship and closer ties. 

I wish Your Excellency all manner of good 
fortune and success and have the honor to repeat 
that I am Your Great and Good Friend. 


CamiLo Ponce ENRIQUEZ 
Constitutional President of Ecuador 


U.S. and Argentina Reaffirm Support 
for Concept of Joint Consultations 
Following is an exchange of correspondence be- 
tween President Kisenhower and President Ar- 
turo Frondizi of Argentina. 
White House press release dated July 12 
President Eisenhower to President Frondizi 
JuLy 1, 1958 
Dear Mr. Presipenr: I was glad to receive 
from Ambassador Barros Hurtado your letter of 
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June fourth, which I have read with great in- 
terest. I was particularly gratified, Mr. Presi- 
dent, to note the firm desire and determination 
of your Government to cooperate in furthering 
the development of our mutual relations. I as- 
sure you that my Government reciprocates this 
desire and determination in every way. 

Your Excellency’s reference to economic prob- 
lems is pertinent indeed, and I readily recognize 
and share the deep and common concern which 
arises from economic maladjustments and difficul- 
ties. The necessity for each nation in this hemi- 
sphere to realize more rapid economic growth goes 
without saying. The desirability of joint con- 
sultation and discussions on economic factors and 
problems which are of mutual concern and im- 
pact is equally clear. 

I believe that in the present world situation it is 
more essential than ever for us to reaffirm the Pan- 
American tradition of cooperation and consulta- 
tion. In the months to come there will be, I am 
sure, ample opportunities for an exchange of 
views among all the American Republics to this 
end. I am therefore highly gratified to receive 
Your Excellency’s valued support for the concept 
of joint discussions. I assure you that my Gov- 
ernment will always stand ready to discuss with 
the other American Republics any problems of 
mutual concern whether in the economic or other 
fields. 

With the sincere hope for an increasingly warm 
and fruitful relationship between our two peoples 
and Governments, I extend to you, Mr. President, 
the assurances of my highest consideration and 
my personal best wishes for your health and well- 
being. 


Sincerely, 
Dwicut D. E1sENHOWER 


His Excellency 
Senor Dr. Arruro FRonp!z1, 
President of the Argentine Nation, 
Buenos Aires. 


President Frondizi to President Eisenhower 
Buenos Ares, June 4, 1958 


Dear Mr. PRESIDENT: I wish to avail myself of the oc- 
ecasion of the presentation of credentials by Dr. Cesar 
Barros Hurtado as Ambassador to your Government to 
transmit, through him to you, Mr. President, a friendly 
personal message and a sincere expression of my Goy- 
ernment’s earnest desire for cooperation toward achieving 
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the fullest possible development of our relations. In his 
dual capacity as Envoy Plenipotentiary and friend, Dr. 
Barros Hurtado will, I am certain, faithfully and com- 
pletely interpret that firm desire. 

Legal order having been restored, the Argentine Gov- 
ernment that was inaugurated on May first now proposes 
to apply its best efforts toward national development in 
all fields. 

The great benefit that can be derived from this devel- 
opment by all those cooperating therein is of genuine 
importance. My Government would take a favorable 
view of such cooperation, which is ensured by the present 
level of development of the resources and wealth of my 
country and by the full effectiveness of all legal 
guarantees. 

Many of the ills that afflict our world today have their 
origin in economic dislocations and maladjustments. 
And, in the case of Argentina, as well as the other Latin 
American nations, as I had the opportunity to state in 
the addresses I made recently during my visit to some 
of those countries as President-elect of Argentina, not a 
few of those ills stem from international factors. 

In these circumstances, and without prejudice to any 
possible action of its own, the Argentine Government 
would be happy to support any initiative to re-examine 
and revise those economic policies, systems, or factors 
which affect the present state of affairs on the interna- 
tional level, or which hinder or delay the national unity 
of the American countries. 

Feeling certain that I have given expression to our 
mutual desires and aims, I avail myself of this auspi- 
cious occasion to convey to you, Mr. President, the ex- 
pression of my highest consideration and of my best 
wishes for your personal happiness. 

FRONDIZI 


U.S. and Argentina To Continue Work 
at Elisworth Station, Antarctica 


Following is the text of a joint announcement 
made on July 15 by the Governments of the 
United States and Argentina. 

Press release 403 dated July 15 

The Governments of Argentina and the United 
States of America have agreed to cooperate in 
maintaining operations at Ellsworth Station, 
Antarctica, in order that the useful scientific ac- 
tivities which have been carried on there during 
the current International Geophysical Year may 
be continued without interruption and, to the ex- 
tent that this may be feasible and advisable, after 
the end of the International Geophysical Year on 
December 31, 1958. 

For this purpose the Government of the United 
States of America is contributing all the build- 
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ings and facilities of the Ellsworth Station and 
all of the supplies, fuel, and food remaining at 
the Station at the end of the International Geo- 
physical Year. The Government of Argentina, 
on its part, has agreed to provide the logistical 
and administrative services needed for the con- 
tinued operation of the Station. Scientists from 
both countries will participate in the program of 
technical studies, research and scientific observa- 
tions to be carried on at Ellsworth Station. 

In harmony with the spirit of the present 
agreement, scientists from all countries may be 
invited to participate in the scientific activities on 
Ellsworth Base at any time, subject to the limita- 
tions of space, transportation, and accommoda- 
tions. 

The arrangements to which this announcement 
refers have no effect on rights or claims asserted 
in Antarctica. Each Government maintains its 
traditional position in regard to such matters. 

The details of this new arrangement are cur- 
rently being worked out by officials of the two 
Governments, so that the operational, logistical 
and administrative functions required for the suc- 
cessful operation of this Station can be continued 
on January 1, 1959, without interruption of the 
scientific activities at the Station. 

The Governments of Argentina and the United 
States of America jointly express their satisfac- 
tion at this new manifestation of the friendly 
spirit of cooperation which animates them, and 
are confident that the practical results of this 
agreement will redound to the benefit of world 
science. 


Herbert Hoover Represents President 
at Brussels World’s Fair 


The White House announced on July 1 that 
former President Herbert Hoover, the Personal 
Representative of President Eisenhower at the 
United States Official Days at the Brussels Uni- 
versal and International Exhibition, would leave 
for the fair from New York City on July 2. 

Mr. Hoover’s designation as Personal Repre- 
sentative of the President was announced on May 
5. The rest of the delegation, including Deputy 
Under Secretary of State Robert Murphy, was 
designated by Secretary of State Dulles. In ad- 
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dition to Mr. Murphy, members of the delegation 
include Col. Joseph P. Binns, USAFR, aide, and 
William Hallam Tuck, a former member of the 
Belgian Relief Commission. Other members are 
Neil McNeil, press adviser, Dr. Fordyce St. John, 
medical adviser, and Sam L. Yates, Belgian desk 
officer of the Department of State. 

Upon arrival at Brussels on July 3, the former 
President will be welcomed by American Am- 
bassador and Mrs. John Clifford Folger, U. S. 
Commissioner General for the Brussels World’s 
Fair Howard Cullman and Mrs. Cullman, and a 
group of ranking Belgian officials. 

Mr. Hoover is scheduled to deliver an address 
at the fair on July 4. Other events during the 
U.S. Official Days, July 2-4, include appearances 
of the Philadelphia Symphony Orchestra with its 
regular conductor, Eugene Ormandy, and soloist 
Isaac Stern, and the American Ballet Theater. 

Mr. Hoover is scheduled to deliver another 
speech on July 5 during a meeting of the Belgian 
Relief Commission, which he headed in World 
War I. This reunion of the Commission will be 
held in the Brussels Board Room of the Société 
Générale de Belgique, the original meeting room 
during its operation in World War I. 

Mr. Hoover returns to New York July 6. 


Mr. Allen Reports to the President 
on U.S. Exhibit at Brussels Fair 


George V. Allen, Director of the U.S. Informa- 
tion Agency, made an inspection tour of the U.S. 
exhibit at the Brussels World’s Fair, June 19-22. 
Following is the text of his report to President 
Eisenhower, which was released by the White 
House on June 28. 

JUNE 28, 1958 

Dear Mr. Presipent: In accordance with your 
oral instructions, I visited the Brussels World’s 
Fair from June 19 to June 22, where I examined 
the United States exhibit and saw as many other 
exhibits as possible. 

During the three and one-half days in Brussels, 
I consulted with Commissioner General Howard 
S. Cullman, Deputy Commissioners James S. 
Plaut and Mrs. Catherine Howard, Executive Di- 
rector Thurston Davies, and other members of the 
American staff, including a number of the young 
Americans serving as guides. I also talked with 


211 





Ambassador Folger and members of his diplo- 
matic and public affairs staff, and made a courtesy 
call on the Belgian Director General of the Fair, 
Baron Moens de Fernig. In addition, I ques- 
tioned various American and foreign visitors to 
our pavilion. 


The following summarizes my impressions: 


1. On balance, my reaction was favorable. 
While the general impression made by the interior 
of our pavilion can, as I indicate later, be im- 
proved in certain respects, our effort as a whole 
has a number of good points and several outstand- 
ing ones. 

2. Some of the good points are: 


1. The building itself. There are many fine 
structures at the Fair, but our pavilion is regarded 
by everyone I talked to as the finest single building 
there. I heartily concur. From both an archi- 
tectural and engineering point of view, it is 
brilliant. 

2. The over-all impression of our exhibit on 
Europeans, who make up more than 90 percent of 
the visitors, is good. Europeans are particularly 
impressed by the absence of heavy-handed propa- 
ganda and by the fact that the United States, 
which they know to be powerful industrially and 
economically, has not attempted to overshadow 
the Fair with a show of industrial might. The 
general air of our exhibit is one of friendliness, 
animation, and humanism. 

3. Our guides are a fine representation of 
American youth. As you may know, the Gov- 
ernor of each State was asked to nominate and 
sponsor candidates, 

4. Circarama, which is a 360 degree film pres- 
entation, is not only a magnificent achievement 
in the cinema field but the film itself is a thrilling 
presentation of America. Unfortunately, not 
enough visitors can see it because of space limita- 
tions. 

5. Certain of the technical exhibits, including 
the RCA color TV demonstration, the RAMAC 
“electric brain” machine and the Atomic Energy 
show, are outstanding and have wide appeal. 

6. The voting machines are a great hit and are 
attracting much favorable notice. 

7. Performing arts. A high level of artistic 
talent has performed in our excellent theatre, and 
many more are scheduled. “Carousel,” which 
was running while I was there, made a good im- 
pression. An American rodeo, showing in Brus- 
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sels under private auspices, also adds to the pic- 
ture of America. 

8. My report would not be complete without 
reference to the many outstanding exhibits by 
American firms which are not connected with our 
pavilion but which add notably to the over-all 
impression of the United States at the Fair. 


Obviously, there are improvements which can 
be made in our official exhibit. I discussed cer- 
tain of these with Mr. Cullman and believe he is 
ready to do what he can toward this end. 
Among these are: 


1. A broadening of the problems to be con- 
sidered in the exhibit on “unfinished work.” This 
might include an exhibit on public health, which 
is one of the important unfinished tasks of this 
country. 

2. Wider diversification in the art exhibit. At 
present the modern part of this exhibit is heavily 
weighed on the side of abstract art. 

3. A wider distribution of guide books and 
brochures. (USIA is contributing 300,000 copies 
of “Window to America” for this purpose. ) 

4. Clarification of several exhibit items by: 


a. Elimination of puzzling things such as mail- 
boxes, sun glasses, odd shoes, football uniforms, 
etc. (I suggested to the Commissioner that some 
of them be replaced by the best handloom in the 
United States, which I understand is available. 
The inventor would operate it at the exhibit. 
Any machine being operated draws more interest 
than an exhibit not in active use. The latest 
handloom would tie in modern technical improve- 
ments with early American household handi- 
crafts.) 

b. Review of all captions and explanations to 
see that they are clear to the average observer— 
captions to be added where needed, enlarged, or 
clarified for the running visitor. 


5. The central hall of the pavilion is somewhat 
too sophisticated and impressionistic for the aver- 
age visitor, who goes through “on the run.” As 
many performances as possible by choirs, glee 
clubs and college bands should be given there. I 
did not find the fashion show objectionable, but 
it should be added to by other events. 

Several suggestions for additional exhibits are 
now being looked into, which I believe Mr. Cull- 
man should consider if they prove feasible. 
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The Fair as a whole is highly successful. The 
estimate for total attendance has been raised 
from thirty-five million to fifty million visitors. 
Many of the national exhibits are outstanding. 
We are making a good impact on visitors, notably 
through our building itself, and have an opportu- 
nity to make an even greater one. 

You may wish to send the substance of this re- 
port to Mr. Cullman. He and his group have 
worked diligently, with full dedication. They 
deserve, in my view, high commendation. 

Faithfully yours, 
Grorce V. ALLEN 


President Issues Order 
on Seaway Corporation 


White House press release dated June 21 
WHITE HOUSE ANNOUNCEMENT 


The President has issued an Executive order 
assigning to the Secretary of Commerce and the 
Secretary of Defense the duty of directing and 
supervising the Saint Lawrence Seaway Develop- 
ment Corporation. The management of the Cor- 
poration is vested by statute, and will remain, in 
the Administrator of the Corporation, who is 
appointed by the President by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate. 

The Act of Congress approved May 13, 1954, 
establishing the Saint Lawrence Seaway Develop- 
ment Corporation provided that the Corporation 
be subject to the direction and supervision of the 
President or of the head of such agency as the 
President may designate. 

The President in 1954 designated the Secretary 
of Defense to direct and supervise the Corpora- 
tion. The assignment of this duty to the Secre- 
tary of Defense during the period of construction 
of the seaway project was particularly appropri- 
ate. Under this order, and until the completion 
of the construction of the seaway, the Secretary of 
Defense will continue to direct and supervise the 
Corporation in relation to construction. The 
Saint Lawrence Seaway Development Corpora- 
tion has employed the Corps of Engineers of the 
United States Army as the Corporation’s design, 
contracting, and construction agent; this arrange- 
ment remains unchanged. 
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The order designates the Secretary of Com- 
merce to direct and supervise the Saint Lawrence 
Seaway Development Corporation with regard to 
all its affairs other than the heretofore author- 
ized construction of the seaway. The scope of 
the supervisory responsibility of the Secretary of 
Commerce will extend to the general policies of 
the Corporation, the operation and maintenance 
of the seaway, the establishment of rates of 
charges or tolls, the rules for the measurement of 
vessels and cargoes, and various other matters. 
The order also calls upon the Department of 
Commerce to assist the Corporation in encourag- 
ing the development of traffic and maximum 
utilization of the seaway subject to principles set 
forth in the seaway statute. 

The President’s Executive order is occasioned 
by the approaching end of the construction of the 
seaway and the emerging dominance of seaway 
operations and operating policies in the affairs of 
the Corporation. The designation of the Secre- 
tary of Commerce to supervise the Seaway Cor- 
poration with respect to its operating phase 
accords with the general role of the Depart- 
ment of Commerce in the field of transportation. 


EXECUTIVE ORDER 10771! 


AMENDMENT OF EXECUTIVE ORDER No. 10534, RELATING TO 
THE SUPERVISION AND DIRECTION OF THE SAINT 
LAWRENCE SEAWAY DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 


Executive Order No. 10534 of June 10, 1954 (19 F. R. 
3413), entitled “Providing for the supervision and direc- 
tion of the Saint Lawrence Seaway Development Corpora- 
tion,” is amended to read as follows: 


By virtue of the authority vested in me by section 1 
of the act of May 13, 1954, 68 Stat. 93 (33 U. S. C. 981), 
and as President of the United States, it is hereby ordered 
as follows: 

Section 1. The Saint Lawrence Seaway Development 
Corporation (hereinafter referred to as the Corporation) 
shall be subject to the direction and supervision of the 
Secretary of Defense: Provided, that direction and super- 
vision of the Corporation by the Secretary of Defense 
under this section shall be limited to those functions of 
the Corporation which directly and exclusively concern 
the construction of the Saint Lawrence River navigation 
project, as authorized by subsection (a) ef section 3 of 
the act of May 13, 1954, 68 Stat. 93 (33 U. S. C. 983 (a)), 
and shall terminate upon the completion of the construc- 
tion so authorized. 

Sec. 2. (a) Except as otherwise provided in section 1 
of this order, the Secretary of Commerce shall exercise 
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the direction and supervision, with respect to the Corpora- 
tion, provided for in the said section 1 of the act of 
May 13, 1954. 

(b) Direction and supervision of the Corporation by 
the Secretary of Commerce under subsection (a) of this 
section shall extend, but shall not be limited, to: (1) the 
general policies of the Corporation, (2) the operation 
and maintenance of the Saint Lawrence Seaway, (3) 
the provision of services and facilities necessary in the 
operation and maintenance of the Seaway, and (4) the 
rules for the measurement of vessels and cargoes and the 
rates of charges or tolls to be levied for the use of the 
Seaway. 

Sec. 3. The Department of Commerce shall assist the 
Corporation in encouraging the development of traffic 
and maximum utilization of the Seaway, subject to the 
principles set forth in section 12 (b) of the said act of 
May 13, 1954. 

Sec. 4. The Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of 
Commerce shall keep each other fully and currently in- 
Zormed on those matters, including prospective actions, 
within their respective areas of responsibility under sec- 
tions 1 and 2 of this order which affect the responsibility 
of the other thereunder. 
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THE WHITE HovssE, 
June 20, 1958. 


President Modifies Import Quota 
on Long-Staple Cotton 


White House press release dated July 7 
WHITE HOUSE ANNOUNCEMENT 


The President has adopted the recommendation 
of the U.S. Tariff Commission with respect to the 
modification of the import quota on long-staple 
cotton. 

An annual import quota of 45,656,420 pounds 
for long-staple cotton was established in 1939 un- 
der section 22 of the Agricultural Adjustment Act, 
as amended. The President’s proclamation sub- 
divides the quota on the basis of length of staple 
for future quota years, beginning August 1, 1958. 
The apportionment is as follows: 39,590,778 
pounds for extra-long-staple cotton (13¢ inches or 
more in length); and 6,065,642 pounds for or- 
dinary-long-staple (114 inches or more but less 
than 1% inches in length). 1,500,000 pounds of 
the latter amount is set aside for so-called Tanguis 
cotton. 
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The President had requested the Tariff Com- 
mission on April 7, 1958,1 to determine whether 
changed circumstances required the modification 
of the long-staple cotton quota. He pointed out 
that increasing imports of ordinary-long-staple 
cotton had the effect of diminishing the quantity 
of extra-long-staple cotton that could enter under 
the quota. The Commission issued its report on 
June 20, 1958. 


PROCLAMATION 3251? 


MopiIryING THE ImMPporT Quota ON LONG-STAPLE COTTON 


WHEREAS on September 5, 1939, the President, under 
the authority of section 22 of the Agricultural Adjust- 
ment Act, as amended (7 U. S. C. 624), issued a procla- 
mation (No. 2351; 3 CFR, Cum. Supp., p. 113) limiting 
the quantities of certain cotton and cotton waste which 
might be entered, or withdrawn from warehouse, for con- 
sumption, which proclamation was suspended in part or 
modified by proclamations of December 19, 1940 (No. 
2450; 3 CFR, Cum. Supp., p. 205), March 31, 1942 (No. 
2544; 3 CFR, Cum. Supp., p. 294), June 29, 1942 (No. 
2560; 3 CFR, Cum. Supp., p. 308), February 1, 1947 (No. 
2715; 3 CFR, 1943-48, Comp., p. 102), June 9, 1947 (No. 
2734; 3 CFR, 1943-48, Comp., p. 116), July 20, 1948 (No. 
2800; 3 CFR, 1943-48, Comp., p. 217), September 3, 1949 
(No. 2856; 3 CFR, 1949 Supp., p. 45), October 4, 1950 
(No. 2905; 3 CFR, 1950 Supp., p. 57), October 12, 1950 
(No. 2907; 3 CFR, 1950 Supp., p. 61), June 29, 1951 (No. 
2934; 3 CFR, 1951 Supp., p. 35), and June 29, 1956 (No. 
3145 ; 3 CFR, 1956 Supp., p. 34) ; and 

WHEREAS under the proclamation of September 5, 1939, 
as suspended in part and modified, the quantity of cotton 
having a staple of 1144 inches or more in length which 
may be entered, or withdrawn from warehouse, for con- 
sumption in any year beginning August 1 may not exceed 
45,656,420 pounds ; and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to subsection (d) of section 22 of 
the Agricultural Adjustment Act, the United States Tariff 
Commission has made a supplemental investigation to 
determine whether changed circumstances require the 
further modification of the proclamation of September 5, 
1939, to carry out the purposes of the said section 22; and 

WuereEASs the Commission has transmitted to me a re- 
port of its findings and recommendations made in con- 
nection with its supplemental investigation : 

Now, THEREFORE, I, DWIGHT D. EISENHOWER, Presi- 
dent of the United States of America, do hereby find and 
proclaim, on the basis of the supplemental investigation 
and report of the United States Tariff Commission, that 
changed circumstances require the further modification, 
as hereinafter provided, of the said proclamation of Sep- 
tember 5, 1939, in order to carry out the purposes of sec- 
tion 22 of the Agricultural Adjustment Act, as amended. 
Accordingly, under the authority vested in me by such 
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section, I hereby further modify the said proclamation of 
September 5, 1939, so that of the total quantity of 45,656,- 
420 pounds of cotton having a staple of 11 inches or 
more in length which may be entered, or withdrawn from 
warehouse, for consumption during the year beginning 
August 1, 1958, and in any subsequent year beginning 
August 1, not more than 39,590,778 pounds shall consist 
of cotton having a staple of 13 inches or more in length, 
and not more than 6,065,642 pounds shall consist of cotton 
having a staple of 1144 inches or more but less than 1% 
inches in length: Provided, that of such 6,065,642 pounds, 
not more than 1,500,000 pounds shall consist of harsh or 
rough cotton (except cotton of perished staple, grabbots, 
and cotton pickings), white in color and having a staple 
of 1542 inches or more in length, and not more than 
4,565,642 pounds shall consist of other cotton. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF I have hereunto set my hand and 
caused the Seal of the United States of America to be 
affixed. 

Done at the City of Washington this seventh day of 
July in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred 
and fifty-eight, and of the Independence of the 
United States of America the one hundred and 
eighty-third. 


[SEAL] 
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By the President : 
JOHN FosTEeR DULLES, 
Secretary of State. 


Renegotiations Under GATT Concluded 
With Five Countries 


Press release 388 dated July 8 


Tariff negotiations held by Australia, New Zea- 
land, Austria, Finland, and the Netherlands (for 
Surinam) with the United States have now been 
concluded for the modification or withdrawal of 
certain tariff concessions previously made by these 
countries under the General Agreement on Tariffs 
and Trade. The United States agreed to modifica- 
tion or withdrawal of some existing concessions in 
return for new concessions on trade items in which 
it has an interest. In some cases the United States 
was able, during the course of the negotiations, 
to persuade countries to withdraw certain pro- 
posed modifications. No changes in United States 
duties were involved in these renegotiations. 

The countries modifying or withdrawing con- 
cessions in these renegotiations granted new con- 
cessions as compensation to countries that were 
originally granted the concessions being modified 
or withdrawn and to countries determined to have 
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a substantial trade interest in such concessions. 
The purpose of granting new concessions is to 
endeavor to maintain the level of reciprocal and 
mutually advantageous concessions. 

The results of the renegotiations are summa- 
rized below :* 

Australia negotiated with the United States the 
withdrawal of its concession, originally granted 
the United States in 1947, on taxi meters. As com- 
pensation Australia has bound the existing most- 
favored-nation rate of 1214 percent on measuring 
machines, a type of metalworking machinery. 

New Zealand withdrew its concession, originally 
granted to the United States, on certain leather 
skins (goat and kid skins, however dressed ; per- 
sians; reptile skins, dressed or undressed) and 
modified its concessions, also initially granted to 
the United States, on certain electric lamps. As 
compensation for the increased duties on part of 
the leather and electric lamp items, New Zealand 
agreed to eliminate the present duty and to bind 
free the rates on patent leather and on certain 
leathers which have been reclassified in the New 
Zealand tariff schedule. New Zealand also agreed 
to a moderate reduction in the duty on discharge 
and fluorescent tubes and photographic flash bulbs 
and to a small reduction in the rate on field glasses. 
New Zealand has already published its tariff 
changes. 

Austria negotiated with the United States and 
other contracting parties the withdrawal of con- 
cessions initially negotiated either with the 
United States, or jointly with the United States 
and another country, on white oils and trans- 
former oils, certain refrigerating machinery, and 
aromatic essences not containing alcohol or ether. 
As compensation Austria agreed to reduce and 
bind against increase the rates of duty on book- 
keeping and calculating machines, electric type- 
writers, and records and rolls for phonographs. 

Finland’s negotiations with the United States 
involved the withdrawal of concessions initially 
granted to the United States on soya beans, lard, 
and assembled switchboards, and the modification 


1¥or details of the negotiations, see General Agreement 
on Tariffs and Trade: Analysis of Renegotiation of Cer- 
tain Tariff Concessions—Australia, New Zealand, Austria, 
Finland and Surinam and Netherlands, Department of 
State publication 6667, for sale by the Superintendent of 
Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington 
25, D. C.; price 15 cents. 
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of concessions initially granted to the United 
States on fresh apples and on stockings, socks, and 
gloves of artificial silk. As compensation for the 
withdrawals and modifications, Finland agreed to 
reduce and to bind against increase the rates of 
duty on fresh oranges, certain dried fruits, spark 
plugs, and discharge tubes for purposes other than 
lighting. 

The Netherlands and Surinam negotiated with 
the United States the modification of concessions 


in the Surinam tariff initially negotiated with the 
United States on men’s and women’s clothing, pa- 
per bags, and mining machinery. In compensa- 
tion Surinam and the Netherlands agreed to 
reductions in the Surinam duty on cereal flours and 
bulk detergents for industrial use and, in addition, 
agreed to bind existing rates of duty on medica- 
ments, detergents for retail sale, disinfectants and 
insecticides, certain refrigerating equipment, and 
special-purpose motor vehicles. 





INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS AND CONFERENCES 








Calendar of International Conferences and Meetings ' 


Adjourned During July 1958 


UNESCO Committee on International Standardization of Educational 


Statistics. 
8th Berlin Film Festival . . 
SEATO Ad Hoc Committee on Cultural Policy 


FAO International Poplar Commission: Executive Committee 


ICAO Airworthiness Committee: 2d Meeting . 


Joint UNESCO/IBE International Conference on Public Education 


21st Session. 
GATT Intersessional Committee. 
International Union of Biological Sciences: 
IBE Council: 24th Session 
Inter-American Technica! C ommittee on C ace 10: 


Venice Documentary and Children’s Film Festivals 
International Union of Architects: 5th Congress . 


ITU International Radio Consultative C ommittee. (CC TR): 


IV (Ground Wave Propagation). 
Baghdad Pact Ministerial Council: 5th Meeting 
Inter-American Travel Congresses: 
Tourist Travel Promotion. 


In Session as of July 31, 1958 


Brussels Universal and ye ae Exhibition of 1958 
U.N. Trusteeship Council: 22d Session . ; 

U.N. ECOSOC Technical Poa bene ( sommittee . ae, 
Technical Discussions on Detection of Nuclear Tests . 
U.N. E conomic and Social Council: 26th Session 


South Pacific Commission: Technical Conference on C ‘ooperatives 


13th General Assembly 
“7th Meeting 
ICAO Communications Meeting for the South American Region 


Technical Committee of Experts on 


June 23-July 4 


June 27-July 8 
June 30-July 5 
July 1-4 
July 3-31 
July 7-16 


July 9-10 

July 12-14 
July 12 (1 day) 
July 13-20 
July 14-18 
July 17-27 
July 20-28 
July 21-29 


July 28-31 
July 28-31 


Pars. . 


Berlin 
Bangkok . 
Rome .. 
Montreal . 
Geneva. 


Geneva 

London 

Geneva ‘ 
Palmira, Colombia . 
Lima sere 
Venice . 

Oe ae eg 

Study Group Geneva 
London . . 
México, D. F. 


Apr. 17- 
June 9- 
June 24— 
July 1- 
July 1- 
July 21- 


July 21- 


Brussels. 

New York. 

Geneva. 

Geneva. 

Geneva. . : 

Port Moreshy, New 
Guinea. 

Geneva. 


ITU International Radio Consultative Committee (CCIR): Study Group V 
(Tropospherie Propagation). 
4th FAO Inter-American Meeting on Livestock Production . 


Kingston, Jamaica . 


July 22- 


1 Prepared in the Office of International Conferences, July 16, 1958. Asterisks indicate tentative dates. Following 
is a list of abbreviations: CCIR, Comité consultatif international des radio communications; CCITT, Comité consultatif 
international télégraphique et téléphonique; ECAFE, Economic Commission for Asia and the Far East; ECE, Economic 
Commission for Europe; ECOSOC, Economic and Social Council; FAO, Food and Agriculture Organizaticn; GATT, 
General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade; IBE, International Bureau of Education; ICAO, International Civil Aviation 
Organization; ILO, International Labor Organization; ITU, Internationa! Telecommunication Union; PAIGH, Pan 
American Institute of Geography and History; PASO, Pan American Sanitary Organization; SEATO, ‘Southeast Asia 
Treaty Organization; U.N., United Nations; UNESCO, United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization; 
UNICEF, United Nations Children’s Fund; WMO, World Meteorological Org anization. 
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ITU International Radio Consultative Committee (CCIR) : Study Group VI 
(Ionospheric Propagation). 

Ad Hoc Committee for Revision of the Agreement for the Establishment of 
the Caribbean Commission. 

Interparliamentary Union: 47th Conference. . 

FAO/ECE Study Group on Application of Machinery to Forest. Work 

U.N. ECAFE Seminar on Regional Planning in Relationship to Urbaniza- 
tion and Industrialization. 


Scheduled August 1 Through October 31, 1958 


Inter-American Travel Congresses: Technical Committee of Experts on 
the Kemoval of Travel Barriers. 
ITU International Radio Consultative Committee (CCIR): Study Group I 
(Transmitters) and Study Group IT (Receivers). 
International Union of Mathematics: 3d General Assembly . . 
U.N. ECE Inland Transport Committee: Working Party on Transport of 
Danzerous Goods 
International Autrononieel Union: 10th General Assembly 
U.N. ECAFE Working Party on Housing and Building Staieviedi: 5th Session 
11th International Congress of Mathematicians . . 
UNESCO Intergovernmental Copyright Committee: ‘3d Session. 
ICAO Special Communications Preparatory Meeting for the ITU Radio 
Conference. 
Inter-American Travel Congresses: Permanent Executive Committee 
U.N. Refugee Fund: Working Party . Perse 5.5 ee 
19th International Exhibition of C inematographie Art . 
12th Annual Edinburgh Film Festival . 
International Union of Theoretical and Applied Mechanics . 
6th International Conference of Onomastic Sciences . 
PAIGH Directing Council: 3d Meeting . . 
U.N. Advisory Committee on Peaceful Uses of Atomic Energy eat 
ICAO Development/Implementation Panel for the Meteorological Opera- 
tional Telecommunications Network for Europe. 
International Union of Biochemistry: 3d General Assembly . uae 
U.N. International Conference on Peaceful Uses of Atomic Energ y Hoe 
U.N. ECAFE Working Party on Economic Development and "Fiessind: 
4th Session. 
UNICEF Executive Board and Program Committee 
International Statistical Institute: Special Meeting . 
6th International Congress of Tropical Medicine and Malaria . 
World Power Conference: 12th Sectional Meeting .. . 
FAO Meeting on Standards for Milk and Milk Products . 
18th International Congress of Ophthalmology 
ICAO Legal Committee: Subcommittee on Legal Status of the Aircraft . 
6th Internationai Congress on Large Dams ........2.2.222.-:s 
UNESCO Executive Board: 51st Session . 
U.N. General Assembly: 13th Session 
11th World Poultry Congress . 
15th Pan American Sanitary ¢ ‘onference and 10th Meeting of the Regional 
Committee of WHO for the Americas. 
International Atomic Energy Agency: 2d General Conference . 
Inter-American Radio Conference . 
ITU International Telegraph and Te ‘lephone ‘Consultative Committee 
(CCITT): Special Plenary Assembly. 
U.N. ECE Inland Transport Committee: Group of Experts on Technical 
Rail Questions. 
U.N. Sugar Conference. . 
U.N. ECAFE Working Party on Coordination of Transport 
FAO International Chestnut Commission: 4th Session . 
South Pacific Commission: 18th Session 


FAO/UNICEF Joint Policy Committee . 

W MO Commission on Agricultural Met teorology: : 2d Session 

International Council for the Exploration of the Sea: 46th Annual Meeting . 

Commonwealth Specialist Subcommittee of Service Psychologists 

ITU International Administrative Telephone and Telegraph C onference 

U.N. ECE Coal Committee and Working Parties . . 

U.N. ECE Inland Transport Committee: Working Party. on Construction 
of Road Vehicles. 

ICAO Teletypewriter Technical Panel ; 

5th International Congress of Rural Engineering 

Inter-American Indian Institute: Executive C ‘ommittee 

GATT Intersessional Committee : ; 

International Council of Scientifie U nions: Sth General Assembly , 

FAO International Rice Commission: 6th Session . 
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Geneva. 
Trinidad . 


Rio de Janeiro 
Geneva. 
Tokyo . 


Buenos Aires 
Geneva. 


St. Andrews, Scotland 
Geneva. 


Moscow . 
Bangkok . 
Edinburgh 
Geneva. . 
Montreal . 


Lima. 
Geneva. 
Venice . 
Edinburgh 
Oxford . 
Munich 
Washington. 
Geneva 
Paris. 


Vienna . 
Geneva 
Bangkok . 


New York 
Brussels 
Lisbon . 
Montreal . 
Rome. 
Brussels 
Montreal . 
New York 
Paris... 
New York 
México, D. 
San Juan . 


Vienna. , 
Washington. 
Geneva. 


Geneva. 


Geneva. 
Bangkok . 


Yugoslavia and Greece : 


Nouméa, New Cale- 
donia. 

Rome 

Warsaw 

Copenhagen 

Melbourne 

Geneva 

Geneva 

Geneva 


Montreal . 
Brussels . . . 
México, D. F 
Geneva. 
Washington . 
Tokyo . 


July 23- 
July 24— 


July 24- 
July 25- 
July 28- 


Aug. 
Aug. 


Aug. 
Aug. 


Aug. 
Aug. 
Aug. 
Aug. 
Aug. 


Aug. 
Aug. 
Aug. 
Aug. 
Aug. 
Aug. 
Aug. 
Aug. 
Sept. 


Sept. 
Sept. 
dept. 


Sept. 
Sept. 
Sept. 
Sept. 
Sept. 
Sept. 
Sept. 
Sept. 15- 
Sept. 15- 
Sept. 16- 
Sept. 21- 
Sept. 21- 


Sept. 22- 
Sept. 22- 
Sept. 22- 


Sept. 22- 


Sept. 22- 
Sept. 23- 
Sept. 25- 
Sept. 26- 


Sept. 29- 
Sept. 29- 
Sept. 29- 
Sept. 29- 
Sept. 29- 
Sept. 29- 
Sept. 29- 


September 
September 
September 
September 
Oct. 2 
Oct. 3- 





Calendar of International Conferences and Meetings—Continucd 


Scheduled August 1 Through October 31, 1958— Continued 


International Union of Official Travel Organizations: 


Assembly. 


International Bank tor Reconstruction and Development and the Inter- 
national Monetary Fund: 13th Meeting of Boards of Governors. 


FAO Hemorrhagic Septicemia Meeting 


Diplomatic Conference for Revision of the Convention of the Union for ‘the 


rotection of Industrial Property. 
ILO Meeting on Conditions of W 
PASO Executive Committee: 36th Meeting . . : 
U.N. ECE Working Party on Electric Power Statistics . 


Commonwealth Advisory Committee on Defense Sciences . 
U.N. ECE Electric Power Committee: Working Party on Rural Electrifica- 


tion. 


Structural Division of American Society of Civil Engineers and International 
Association for Bridge and Structural Engineering: Joint Meeting. 


U.N. ECE Timber Committee: 16th Session 
GATT Contracting Parties: 13th Session . : 
FAO Near East Forestry Commission: 2d Session 


Consultative Committee on Cooperative Economic Development in South 


and Southeast Asia (Colombo Plan): 10th Meeting. 
Preliminary Working Group Sree ee 
Officials Meeting ee > 
Ministerial Meeting . . ‘ 
ILO Meeting of Experts on Teachers’ Problems . 
U.N. ECAFE Regional Cartographic Conference 
U.N. ECAFE Subcommittee on Iren and Steel: 
FAO Group on Coconut: 2d Session . pris 
FAO Council: 29th Session . 


ILO Meeting of Experts on tt he International Classification of Radiographs 


of Pneumoconioses. 


U.N. ECE Committee on Development of Trade and East-West Trade 


Consultations. 
UNESCO Executive Board: 52d Session . 


UNESCO Directors of National Cultural Relations: 2d Meeting. J 
International North Pacific Fisheries Commission: Committee on Biology 


and Research. 
U.N. Technical Assistance Board 
U.N. International Wheat Conference 


13th General 


Work and Employment of Nurses 


Sth Session. 


Brussels 
New Delhi 


Rome 
Lisbon . 


Geneva. 
San Juan . 
Geneva. 
Canberra . 
Geneva. 


New York 


yeneva. 
Geneva. 
Iraq . 


Seattle . 
Seattle . 
Seattle . 
Geneva. 
Tokyo . 
Bangkok . 
Manila . 
Rome 
Geneva. 


Geneva. 
a Oct. 27- 


Pe oss. kes 8S Oct. 28- 
Tokyo. . ~ « » « October 


New York ..... . October 
London or Geneva October 


U.S. Participation in the United Nations During 1957 


Following is the text of a letter from President 
Eisenhower transmitting to the Congress the 12th 
annual report on U.S. participation in the United 
Nations. 


To THE ConGress OF THE UNITED States: 

Pursuant to the United Nations Participation 
Act, I transmit herewith the twelfth annual re- 
port, covering United States participation in the 
United Nations during the year 1957. 


*Reprinted from U.S. Participation in the UN: Report 
by the President to the Congress for the Year 1957 (H. 
Doc. 372, 85th Cong., 2d sess.) ; Department of State pub- 
lication 6654, for sale by the Superintendent of Docu- 
ments, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington 25, 
D.C. (304 pp., 75 cents). 
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The United Nations can justly take credit for 
a record of solid achievement in 1957. The Gen- 
eral Assembly was faced with a series of grave 
issues. It met these challenges in a spirit of mod- 
eration and with responsible action. In most in- 
stances, painstaking efforc and patient diplomacy 
produced satisfactory solutions based on reason- 
able compromise. Thus, peace was maintained in 
areas where existing tensions ran high, and sub- 
stantial gains were achieved in the promotion of 
the social and economic well-being of mankind. 

In the period under review a major step for- 
ward was taken in the field of disarmament when 
the General Assembly endorsed by a substantial 
majority the Western proposals for arms limita- 
tion and control. 
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We had made our position on disarmament 
abundantly clear. We were, and still are, firmly 
convinced that an effective system of armaments 
control with an adequate system of inspection af- 
fords the greatest hope of achieving the just and 
lasting peace we seek. As a step toward this 
objective we continued in 1957 to press for a 
limited “first-stage” agreement which would elimi- 
nate the dangers of surprise attack, lessen the 
threat of nuclear war, and reduce the heavy fi- 
nancial strain which the present arms race has 
imposed on many nations. We firmly believe that 
any sound measure which can achieve progress in 
this respect can and should be adopted. 

In its efforts to achieve these objectives, the 
United States, acting in concert with a number 
of other states, submitted to the twelfth session 
of the General Assembly a set of practical meas- 
ures which would achieve some form of limita- 
tion and control over armaments and armed 
forces. I would like to summarize them briefly. 

First, we would halt all future production of 
nuclear materials for weapons purposes. Second, 
we would begin at once the transfer of past pro- 
duction of such materials to peaceful uses. Third, 


nuclear test explosions would come to a halt. 


Fourth, conventional armaments and armed forces 
would be reduced. Fifth, zones of air and ground 
inspection would be established in order to pre- 
vent surprise attacks. Sixth, we would begin a 
study of the means by which all developments in 
the field of outer space can be devoted solely to 
peaceful and scientific purposes. 

Almost immediately after these proposals had 
been submitted, the Soviet Union rejected them 
out of hand. Nevertheless, the General Assembly 
endorsed the Western proposals by a large ma- 
jority. The Soviet proposals on disarmament 
were rejected by the Assembly. In response to 
Soviet insistence that the Disarmament Commis- 
sion be enlarged to include all 82 members of the 
United Nations, the Assembly agreed to expand 
the Commission from 12 to 25 members to afford 
wider representation in the disarmament discus- 
sions. However, the Soviet Union threatened to 
boycott further meetings of the Disarmament 
Commission and its Subcommittee. 

These United Nations actions constitute a most 
encouraging world endorsement of the positive 
program of disarmament set forth by the United 
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States—an endorsement of great significance in 
future discussions of the subject. 

I was particularly gratified by the launching 
of the International Atomic Energy Agency, an 
achievement of far-reaching importance. As you 
may recall, I proposed in an address to the mem- 
bers of the General Assembly in 1953 that an in- 
ternational body be established to promote peace- 
ful uses of nuclear energy. 

My hopes in this respect are on the way toward 
fulfillment. Last October the International 
Atomic Energy Agency established itself in head- 
quarters in Vienna and held its first conference. 
Mr. W. Sterling Cole, for many years a respected 
member of the United States House of Repre- 
sentatives, was elected Director General of the 
Agency. 

The International Atomic Energy Agency 
shows great promise as an international center 
responsible for the sharing by all nations of infor- 
mation, technical skills, and radioactive isotopes 
and nuclear fuels for peaceful pursuits. 

Nowhere was United Nations action more effec- 
tive last year than in the troubled Middle East. 
The General Assembly dealt with these issues 
responsibly. 

In the case of the Turkish-Syrian “crisis,” full 
and frank debate of the issue in the Assembly 
failed to substantiate Soviet and Syrian charges 
of a Turkish “threat to the peace.” 

The Assembly was faced with Soviet and Syrian 
charges that Turkey was preparing to attack 
Syria. In addition, the Soviet Union accused 
the United States of encouraging such an attack. 
Responsible debate in the General Assembly not 
only showed that these charges were without 
foundation but also made clear that the Soviet 
Union, by advancing false charges, had sought to 
stir up an artificial war scare and increase ten- 
sions. The situation was abated by the responsi- 
ble attitudes and actions of United Nations mem- 
bers. Notable in this connection were the calm 
attitude of our Turkish ally and the offer of His 
Majesty King Saud to mediate. In the end, the 
Assembly did not need to take any action. Its 
open discussion of the issue, to which Ambassador 
Lodge made important contributions on behalf of 
the United States, demonstrated to the world that 
Syria and the Soviet Union had manufactured 
the “crisis” as a propaganda maneuver against the 
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In 1957 the United Nations took an important 
step forward to maintain peaceful conditions in 
another troubled area of the Middle East. In 
an unprecedented action its members agreed to 
share the costs of the United Nations Emergency 
Force on the same basis as their contributions to 
the United Nations budget. In this way the As- 
sembly insured the existence of UNEF for an- 
other year as the chief deterrent to threats to 
peace in the Gaza Strip and the Sharm-el-Sheikh 
area. This truly international police force can 
boast an inspiring record since its creation more 
than a year ago. It has helped to reduce to a 
minimum tension-breeding incidents between 
Egypt and Israel. Its international character has 
provided living proof that men of different na- 
tions, backgrounds and religions can work to- 
gether harmoniously to create peaceful conditions 
in an area where tensions might otherwise run 
high. 

The Suez Canal is now cleared and operating. 
The significance of the United Nations action 
which reopened this vital artery of world com- 
merce cannot be overstated. One of the most 
difficult problems connected with the clearance of 
the Canal was the determination of a satisfactory 
means to repay costs of the clearance operations. 
The Assembly found an answer in a resolution 
which provides for the imposition of a three-per- 
cent surcharge on traffic passing through this 
Canal. Asa result of this reasonable compromise 
which required assent by Egypt and the support 
of the major shipping nations, we can hope that 
the total costs of this vital operation will be re- 
paid in due course. 

The reelection of Secretary-General Dag Ham- 
marskjold to a five-year term is reassuring. The 
members of the United Nations owe him a debt of 
gratitude for the role which he played in the 
solution of many issues confronting the United 
Nations last year, particularly in the Middle 
East. His keen understanding of the spirit and 
objectives of the United Nations combined with 
an astute sense of diplomacy have contributed sub- 
stantially to the growing stature of the office 
which he holds. 

Two former non-self-governing territories, 
Ghana and the Federation of Malaya, became 
politically independent during the year and were 
elected members of the United Nations, increasing 
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its membership to 82.2. Continued progress was 
made toward self-government or independence in 
the Trust Territories—notably in the General 
Assembly’s decision to supervise elections in the 
Trust Territory of Togoland under French ad- 
ministration. 

The General Assembly, as in previous years, 
decided by a large majority not to consider the 
question of Chinese representation. The effect of 
this decision was to maintain the position of the 
Government of the Republic of China in the 
United Nations. 

The General Assembly again gave consideration 
to the Korean question and by a substantial ma- 
jority reaffirmed the principles on the basis of 
which the United Nations believes unification of 
Korea can be achieved. The Republic of Korea, 
regrettably, was again denied membership in the 
United Nations because of another Soviet veto, as 
was the case also with the membership application 
of the Republic of Viet-Nam. 

In Hungary the Soviet Government and its 
puppet regime continue to defy the will of the 
United Nations. In January 1957 the General 
Assembly established a special committee to in- 
vestigate the Soviet Union’s intervention in 
Hungary and its defiance of the United Nations, 
and to report its findings to the Assembly. 

The Hungarian regime barred the Committee 
from entering Hungary, but the Committee car- 
ried out its mission by gathering evidence else- 
where mainly from eyewitnesses who fled Hun- 
gary. The Committee’s report proved irrefutably 
that the Hungarian revolt was a spontaneous 
popular uprising and that the Soviet Union, in 
violation of the United Nations Charter, forcibly 
deprived Hungary of its liberty and political 
independence. 

To consider this report, the Eleventh General 
Assembly was reconvened last September in a 
special resumed session. It condemned the Soviet 
intervention, endorsed the Committee’s report and 
appointed Prince Wan Waithayakon of Thailand 
as its Special Representative to achieve its ob- 
jectives on Hungary. Prince Wan’s efforts to 
carry out his mission have been rebuffed so far by 


* Membership of the United Nations has since been re- 
duced to 81 by the creation by Egypt and Syria of the 
United Arab Republic on Feb. 1, 1958. 
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the Soviet Government and the Hungarian au- 
thorities. In his report to the Twelfth General 
Assembly, Prince Wan expressed the hope that he 
would be given an opportunity to carry out his 
mandate as the Assembly’s Special Representa- 
tive. Until the Soviet Union shows respect for 
the General Assembly’s resolution, it will continue 
to feel the censure of world opinion. 

Of particular interest to the Congress is the 
General Assembly’s action in accepting 30 per- 
cent as the maximum share to be paid by the 
largest contributor (the United States) to the 
budget of the United Nations. The Assembly 
took a first step toward achieving this objective 
by reducing the percentage assessment of the 
United States from 3314 percent to 3214 percent 
in 1958. Member states have contributed to this 
financing of the United Nations budget through 
a cost-sharing system based on their capacity to 
pay. With the admission of 22 new members in 
the past three years, the General Assembly de- 
cided that old members, including the United 
States, should pay proportionately less and thus 
benefit from payments by the new contributors. 

It was gratifying to me that the General As- 
sembly endorsed by an overwhelming majority a 
United States resolution to extend the mandate 
of the United Nations High Commissioner for 
Refugees for an additional five years and to revise 
completely the refugee assistance program in 
order to enable it to meet emergency refugee prob- 
lems more effectively as they arise. This action 
by the Assembly reflects a general recognition of 
the fact that the refugee problem is a problem 
involving human beings rather than mere static 
issues and sets of statistics—a problem which is 
extremely sensitive to changes in international 
affairs. 

No summary of achievements of the United 
Nations activities in 1957 would be complete 
without mention of its economic and social ac- 
tivities. The work of its Specialized Agencies 
and voluntary programs, carried on without fan- 
fare, attracts few headlines. But these organiza- 
tions are making steady progress in raising the 
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standards of living throughout the world. In 
recognition of the increasing needs in the eco- 
nomic and social field, the General Assembly last 
year adopted the United States proposals for the 
creation of a Special Projects Fund in order to 
expand the United Nations activities in the tech- 
nical assistance field. The resolution embodying 
these proposals not only provides for the estab- 
lishment of the Fund but also contemplates an in- 
crease from $30 million up to $100 million in 
funds available for expansion of United Nations 
technical assistance programs. 

The additional funds would be devoted par- 
tially to increasing the resources available to the 
technical assistance programs and also to the 
establishment of the Special Fund itself. The 
Fund will support technical assistance projects in 
certain fields of basic importance to the successful 
economic growth of the underdeveloped nations. 
It will make possible surveys of water, mineral 
and potential power resources; the staffing and 
equipping of training institutes in public admin- 
istration, statistics and technology; and the 
setting up of agricultural and industrial research 
and productivity centers. 

This practical United Nations program is in 
line with the United States policy of promoting 
the economic and social progress of the underde- 
veloped nations. The Assembly's action also in- 
dicates acceptance of the United States position 
that, since adequate financial resources are not 
prospectively available, the establishment of a 
multimillion dollar United Nations capital de- 
velopment fund such as was envisaged in the pro- 
posed Special United Nations Fund for Economic 
Development would be meaningless and illusory. 

By its accomplishments in 1957, the United 
Nations again justified our often expressed faith 
in it as an effective instrument for preserving the 
peace and improving the well-being of mankind. 
We shall continue to give it our vigorous support. 


Dwicut D. E1sENHOWER 


Tue Wuitre Hovuset 
June 26, 1958 
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Agreement on Sale to Burma 
of Military Equipment 


Press release 398 dated July 11 


The United States and Burma have concluded 
an agreement for the sale to Burma of military 
equipment and services against repayment in Bur- 
mese currency. 

American Ambassador to Burma Walter P. 
McConaughy has informed the Department of 
State that an exchange of diplomatic notes took 
place in Rangoon on June 24 between him and 
the Burmese Foreign Office, according to which 
the U.S. Government will sell military equip- 
ment, materials, and services to the Government 
of Burma for payment in Burmese kyats on de- 
livery. The types and quantities of equipment 
and services involved will be determined by mu- 
tual agreement between the two countries. 

The Government of Burma affirmed that the 
equipment and services purchased will be used 
solely for the maintenance of internal security 
and the legitimate self-defense of Burma in ac- 
cordance with the purposes and principles of the 
U.N. Charter. Burma also undertook not to re- 
linquish title to any of the equipment or services 
purchased under the agreement except by mutual 
consent of the two Governments. 

The new accord is the third agreement in re- 
cent weeks between Burma and the United States. 
On May 27 an agreement was signed under U.S. 
Public Law 480 for the sale of agricultural com- 
modities to Burma for local currency, and on 
June 16 the United States agreed to sell nonmili- 
tary-type police equipment to Burma on deferred 
payment terms. This recent series of accords is 
intended to assist Burma in dealing with its eco- 
nomic and internal security problems. 


Tax Convention Signed 
With Norway 
Press release 397 dated July 11 


A convention between the United States and 
Norway, modifying and supplementing the con- 
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vention of June 13, 1949,! for the avoidance of 
double taxation and the prevention of fiscal eva- 
sion with respect to taxes on income was signed 
in Oslo on July 10, 1958. This supplementary 
income-tax convention deals exclusively with tax 
treatment of dividends flowing between the two 
countries. 

Unlike most of the income-tax conventions to 
which the United States is a party, the convention 
of 1949 with Norway did not provide for a re- 
duction of the withholding tax on dividends. The 
supplementary convention would modify the tax 
treatment of dividends along the lines of U.S. 
conventions with other countries. It provides for 
a maximum withholding rate of 15 percent on 
dividends paid by a corporation of one country 
to recipients in the other country. Consistent 
with the principle in the 1949 convention, this 
reduced rate would not apply to a recipient of 
dividends engaged in business through a perma- 
nent establishment in the country from which the 
dividends are paid. The supplementary conven- 
tion, with certain qualifying limitations, further 
provides that the withholding tax shall not ex- 
ceed 5 percent on dividends paid by a corporation 
in one country to a corporation in the other coun- 
try. It is also provided that each country ex- 
empt from tax the dividends paid to persons 
other than its citizens, residents, or corporations 
by a corporation of the other country. 

This supplementary income-tax convention 
with Norway is to become effective with respect 
to taxable years beginning on or after January 
1 following the calendar year in which exchange 
of instruments of ratification takes place, 


U.S. and Brazil Amend Agreement 
on Civil Uses of Atomic Energy 


The U.S. Atomic Energy Commission and the 
Department of State announced on July 9 (press 
release 393) that the Governments of Brazil and 
the United States on that day signed an amend- 


*Treaties and Other International Acts Series 2358. 


Department of State Bulletin 





ment to the agreement for cooperation between 
the two countries concerning the peaceful appli- 
cations of atomic energy... The agreement has 
been in effect since August 3, 1955. 

Assistant Secretary of State Roy R. Rubottom, 
Jr., and U.S. Atomic Energy Commissioner John 
F. Floberg signed the amendment for the United 
States and Chargé d’Affaires Henrique Rodrigues 
Valle signed for the Government of Brazil. 

This amendment increases from 6 to 15 kilo- 
grams the maximum quantity of contained ura- 
nium at 20 percent enrichment that may be trans- 
ferred from the United States to Brazil. This 
additional fuel is to be used in a training-research 
reactor to be constructed at the University of 
Minas Gerais at Belo Horizonte and in a training- 
research reactor at the University of Brazil, Rio 
de Janeiro. 


Current Actions 
MULTILATERAL 


Automotive Traffic 

Convention concerning customs facilities for touring. 
Done at New York June 4, 1954. Entered into force 
September 11, 1957. TIAS 3879. 
Accession deposited: El Salvador, June 18, 1958. 


Aviation 

Convention for unification of certain rules relating to 
international transportation by air, and additional pro- 
tocol. Concluded at Warsaw October 12, 1929. En- 
tered into force February 13, 1933. 49 Stat. 3000. 
Accession deposited: Morocco, January 5, 1958. 


International Court of Justice 
Statute of the International Court of Justice (59 Stat. 

1055). 

Declaration recognizing compulsory jurisdiction de- 
posited: Belgium, June 17, 1958, subject to ratifica- 
tion. Effective June 17, 1958 (date of deposit of 
ratification), for a period of 5 years and thereafter 
until notice of termination is given.’ 


Japan 

Agreement regarding the status of the United Nations 
forces in Japan, and agreed official minutes. Signed 
at Tokyo February 19, 1954. Entered into force June 
11, 1954. TIAS 2995. 
Accession deposited: Turkey, June 18, 1958. 


Safety at Sea 
Agreement regarding financial support of the North At- 
lantic ice patrol. Opened for signature at Washington 
January 4, 1956. Entered into force July 5, 1956. 
TIAS 3597. 
Acceptance deposited: Federal Republic of Germany, 
July 9, 1958. 


1Treaties and Other International Acts Series 3303. 
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BILATERAL 


Ceylon 

Agreement supplementing the agricultural commodities 
agreement of June 18, 1958 (TIAS 4042). Effected by 
exchange of notes at Washington June 30, 1958. En- 
tered into force June 30, 1958. 


Denmark 

Agreement replacing annex to air transport services 
agreement of December 16, 1944, as amended (58 Stat. 
1458; TIAS 3014). Effected by exchange of notes at 
Washington July 8, 1958. Entered into force July 8, 
1958. 

Agreement amending air transport services agreement of 
December 16, 1944 (58 Stat. 1458). Effected by ex- 
change of notes at Washington October 23 and De- 
cember 5, 1945, and March 21, 1946. Entered into 
force March 21, 1946. TIAS 1519. 

Terminated: July 8, 1958 (replaced by agreement of 
July 8, 1958, supra). 


Iceland 

Agreement supplementing the agricultural commodities 
agreement of May 3, 1958 (TIAS 4027). Effected by 
exchange of notes at Reykjavik June 25 and 26, 1958. 
Entered into force June 26, 1958. 


Norway 

Agreement replacing annex to air transport services 
agreement of October 6, 1945, as amended (58 Stat. 
1658; TIAS 3015). Effected by exchange of notes at 
Washington July 8, 1958. Entered into force July 8, 
1958. 


Sweden 

Agreement replacing annex to air transport services 
agreement of December 16, 1944, as amended (58 Stat. 
1466). Effected by exchange of notes at Washington 
July 8, 1958. Entered into force July 8, 1958. 

Agreement amending air transport services agreement of 
December 16, 1944 (58 Stat. 1466). Effected by ex- 
change of netcs at Stockholm December 4, 1945. En- 
tered iato force December 4, 1945. TIAS 1550. 
Terminated: July 8, 1958 (replaced by agreement of 

July 8, 1958, supra). 





DEPARTMENT AND FOREIGN SERVICE 








Confirmations 


The Senate on July 16 confirmed Charles W. Yost to 
be Ambassador to the Kingdom of Morocco. (For bio- 
graphic details, see Department of State press release 
386 dated July 7.) 


Designations 


Philip Clock as Special Assistant to the Deputy Under 
Secretary for Politica! Affairs, effective June 30. 

Russell P. Drake as Director of the United States 
Operations Mission in Nepal, effective July 17. (Fer 
biographiec details, see Department of State press release 
411 dated July 17.) 
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Dwight J. Porter as Special Assistant to the Deputy 
Under Secretary for Political Affairs, effective July 14. 


Appointments 


William H. G. FitzGerald as Deputy Director for Man- 
agement of the International Cooperation Administra- 
tion, effective July 10. (For biographiec details, see De- 
partment of State press release 400 dated July 14.) 


Closing of Consular Agency at Iquitos 


The American Consular Agency at Iquitos, Peru, was 
closed on May 17, 1958. The Embassy at Lima has as- 
sumed the former duties of the Consular Agency. 


Embassy in Libya To Move to Benghazi 
Department mailing notice dated July 1 


As a result of the transfer of the Government of Libya 
from Tripoli to Benghazi, the major embassy operations 
in Libya are being moved to Benghazi, which now be- 
comes the main embassy office. Tripoli will be the branch 
office. It is anticipated that the Ambassador and the nec- 
essary staff members will be established in Benghazi dur- 
ing the first part of July. 

The consular districts in Libya are unaffected by the 
transfer. 





PUBLICATIONS 





Recent Releases 


For sale by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Gov- 
ernment Printing Office, Washington 25, D.C. Address 
requests direct to the Superintendent of Documents, ea- 
cept in the case of free publications, which may be ob- 
tained from the Department of State. 


Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands, 1957. Pub. 6607. 
International Organization and Conference Series III, 
126. 221 pp. T5¢. 

The tenth annual report by the United States to the 
United Nations, covering fiscal year 1957, on the adminis- 
tration of the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands. 


The General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade. Pub. 6629. 
Commercial Policy Series 167. 81 pp. 30¢. 

A reproduction of the General Agreement on Tariffs and 
Trade, as amended by various protocols. 


The Sino-Soviet Economic Offensive in the Less De- 
veloped Countries. Pub. 6632. European and British 
Commonwealth Series 51. 111 pp. 60¢. 


A document revealing the scope and nature of the Sino- 
Soviet economic offensive in the less developed countries 
and an analysis of its motives and objectives. 
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The Battlefield of Ideas. Pub. 6663. General Foreign 
Policy Series 127. 21 pp. Limited distribution. 


An address made by Assistant Secretary Berding at 
Washington, D.C., on May 23, 1958, before representatives 
of national nongovernmental organizations at a confer- 
ence on foreign affairs arranged by the Department of 


State. 


Atomic Energy—Cooperation for Civil Uses. TIAS 4016. 
21 pp. 15¢. 


Agreement between the United States of America and 
Italy, superseding agreement of July 28, 1955—Signed at 
Washington July 3, 1957. Entered into force April 15, 
1958. 

Air Transport Services. TIAS 4021. 21 pp. 15¢. 
Agreement between the United States of America and 
Iran—Signed at Tehran January 16, 1957. Entered into 
force April 17, 1958. 


Surplus Agricultural Commodities. TIAS 4022. 14 pp. 
10¢. 


Agreement, with memorandum of understanding, between 
the United States of America and China—Signed at 
Taipei April 18, 1958. Entered into force April 18, 1958. 





Check List of Department of State 
Press Releases: July 14-20 


Press releases may be obtained from the News 
Division, Department of State, Washington 25, 
D. C. 

Releases issued prior to July 14 which appear in 
this issue of the BULLETIN are Nos. 388 of July 8, 
393 of July 9, and 397, 398, and 399 of July 11. 


No. Date Subject 


400 7/14 FitzGerald designated ICA Deputy Di- 
rector for Management (rewrite). 
Pickering named U.S. representative 
to U.N. Regional Planning Seminar 

(rewrite). 

402 7/1: 1.8. tourists advised against travel in 
Middle East. 

403 7/1: 1.8.-Argentine announcement on op- 
eration of Ellsworth Station, Ant- 
arctica. 

7404 UNESCO Director General visits State 
Department. 

7405 7/15 Itinerary for 
Ghana. 

7406 7/16 Murphy: statement on passport legis- 
lation. 

407 Chile credentials (rewrite). 

408 7/16 Costa Rica credentials (rewrite). 

*409 > Summary of reports on intervention in 
Lebanon. 

410 / Sweden credentials (rewrite). 

411 ' Drake designated USOM Director in 
Nepal (rewrite). 

Report of U.N. Special Committee on 
the Problem of Hungary. 

Planes chartered to transport Ameri- 
cans from Iraq. 


#401 7/14 








Prime Minister of 


*Not printed. 
*Held for a later issue of the BULLETIN. 
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Antarctica. U. S. and Argentina To Continue Work at 
Ellsworth a Antarctica (text of joint announce- 
ment) iy te eee es len kes iar ce 8° a ee 


Argentina 


U.S. and Argentina Reaffirm Support _ Concept of Joint 
Consultations (Eisenhower, Frondizi) . 


U.S. and Argentina To Continue Work at Ellsworth Sta- ; 


tion, Antarctica (text of joint announcement) 


Atomic Energy. U.S. and Brazil eae Agreement on Civil 
Uses of Atomic Energy 


Australia. eenatens Under GATT * Concluded With 
Five Countries . 

Austria. ee Under Garr Concluded With Five 
Countries. 


Brazil. U.S. and Brazil Amend Agreement on civil —_ 
of pn Energy ‘4% oF a 

Burma. Agreement on Sale to Burma of Military ean 
ment Sea? cae ah eR tee) eer oko sae “a Te Ge 

Canada 

President Eisenhower's Visit to Canada (address to Parlia- 
ment and joint statements on defense and export 
policies . 

President Issues Order on Seaway Corporation | (text of 
Executive order) - a i 


Chile. Letters oi Credence (Serrano snes 


Congress, The 

United States Dispatches Troops to Lebanon (statement 
by President Eisenhower, message to Congress, radio-TV 
statement) - 

U.S. Participation in the United Nations During 195 
(President's letter of transmittal) . 


Costa Rica. Letters of Credence (Escalante Duran) 


Department and Foreign Service 
Appointments (FitzGerald) . 

Closing of Consular Agency at Iquitos 
Confirmations (Yost). . 
Designations (Clock, Drake, Porter) ae 
Embassy in Libya To Move to Benghazi 


Economic Affairs 

President Eisenhower Replies to Soviet Letter on Expan- 
sion of Peaceful Trade Between U.S. and Soviet Union 
(Eisenhower, Khrushchev) . 

President Modifies Import Quota ‘on. Long- Staple Cotton 
(text of proclamation) . 

Renegotiations Under G ATT Concluded ‘With’ Five 
Countries ; ee le we 

Tax Convention Signed With Norway 


Ecuador. President Ponce Reaffirms U.S.—Ecuadoran 
Friendship oe Ce ee ear a een a an ee 

Finland. a Under GATT Concluded With 
Five Countries ar oe ee oe oe oe ee 

International Information 

Mr. Allen Reports to the President on U.S. Exhibit at 
Brussels Fair . 

Herbert Hoover Represents Pre sident at Brussels W orld’ s 
Fair oa 


International Organizations and Conferences. Calendar of 
International Conferences and Meetings 

Iran. _ Iran, Pakistan, and Turkey Express Gratitude for 
U Action in Lebanon (Eisenhower, Pahlavi, Mirza, 
eo eee 


Iraq. Planes Chartered To Evacuate Americans From 
Re Mate Mile! | ok RW Sethe ee ie OB, ek a a” ee pa a 


Lebanon 

Iran, Pakistan, and Turkey Express Gratitude for U.S. 
Action in Lebanon (Eisenhower, Pahlavi, Mirza, 
Bayar) . Tier aed Eee 

The Lebanese Complaint in the Security Council (Lodge 
statements and texts of U.S. and Japanese draft 
resolutions) . ee) Te ree ee See ee 

United States Dispatches Troops to Lebanon (statement 
by President Eisenhower, message to Congress, radio-TV 
statemeat) R . 


Middle East. State Department Advises Americans canna 
Travel in Middle East ; 


Military Affairs. U.S. Protests Soviet Attacks on Unarmed 
Transport Plane (texts of notes) Gm te 
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Morocco. Yost confirmed as ambassador 


Mutual Security 

Drake designated Director, USOM, Nepal . 

FitzGerald — a Director for Management, 
ICA 


adiiianis: Renegotiations Under GATT Concluded With 
Five Countries . 


New Zealand. Renegotiations Under —_ Concluded 
With Five Countries. . > ee ae 


Norway. Tax Convention Signed With Norway 


Pakistan. Iran, Pakistan, and Turkey Express Gratitude 
for U.S. Action in Lebanon (Eisenhower, Pahlavi, 
Mirza, Bayar) ee ee ar ae ee ae ee eo 


Presidential Documents 
Iran, Pakistan, and Turkey italien Gratitude for U.S 
Action in Lebanon . aag Rept on erated >i 183 
President Eisenhower Replies ‘to Soviet Letter on Ex 
pansion of Peaceful Trade Between U.S. and Soviet 
Union ‘ : 200 
President Eisenhower's Visit to Canada | | | ] : | 204 
President Issues Order on Seaway Corporation . . . . 213 
President Modifies Import Quota on Long-Staple Cotton . 214 
United States Dispatches Troops to Lebanon . 181 
U.S. and Argentina Reaffirm Support for Concept of Joint 
Consultations . . , 209 
U.S. Participation in the U nited Nations During 1957 ; 218 


Protection of Nationals and Property 
Planes Chartered To Evacuate Americans From Iraq . 199 
State Department Advises Americans Against Travel in 
Middle East ee ee ae ee ae ee 199 
U.S. Protests Soviet Attacks on Unarmed Transport Plane 
NONE IR Cs irae a: OS ee ee ca ea 202 


Publications. Recent Releases . 


Science. U.S. and Argentina To Continue Work at Ells- 
worth Station, Antarctica (text of joint announce- 
ment OA ee eR lad fal SS at a. ars Re ay el es Ga ee 


Sweden. Letters of Credence (Jarring) 


Treaty Information 


Agreement on Sale to Burma of Military meepenies 

Current Actions 

Tax Convention Signed With Norway 

U.S. and Brazil Amend — nt on Civil U ses of Atomic 
Energy ae ae 


Turkey. Iran, Pakistan, and Turkey wiieaeia Gratitude 
for U.S. Action in Lebanon (Eisenhower, Pahlavi, 
Mira, Bayar) ee Cae Oe “ar Se Be Ce cm Oe eee 


U.S.S.R. 

President Eisenhower Replies to Soviet Letter on Expan 
sion of Peaceful Trade Between U.S. and Soviet Union 
(Eisenhower, Khrushchev) 

U.S. Protests Soviet Attacks on Unarmed id Transport Plane 
(texts of notes) : eee 


United Nations 

The Lebanese Complaint in the Security Council (Lodge 
statements and texts of U.S. and Japanese draft resolu- 
tions) Ee ae eee eee ee eee 

U.S. Participation in the United Nations During 1957 
(President’s letter of transmittal) exe. Yk eee 


Name Index 


Allen, George V 

Sayar, Celal . 

Clock, Philip. . 

Drake, Russell P a a a fal 
Eisenhower, President , 181, 183, 200, 204 
Escalante Duran, Manuel G a ea 
FitzGerald, William H. G 

Frondizi, Arturo 

Hoover, Herbert é 

Jarring, Gunnar Valfrid . 

Khrushchev, eo a 

Lodge, Henry Cabot 

Mirza, Iskander . 

Pahlavi, Mohammad Rezaz Shah 

Ponce Enrique, Camilo 

Porter, Dwight J 

Serrano Palma, José 

Yost, Charles W 
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